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Defence M. :hat was 


ettex to a Clergyman in the Country, in 
ſaid in the Two Former, 
about the Entry of the Parliament-W rit in the 
Journals of Convocation, and the Inſertion of a. 


certain Clauſe in the Archiepiſcopal Mandate. 


Reverend SIR, 


Find our Correſſ pondence is like to continue. 
The Two Letters 1 ſent you lately in a Sheet 
and Half, have produc'd already near fix 


whoſe chief Talent, aud Merit lies in 
darkening Diſputes, and wearying Readers, by an 


endleſs Repetition of the ſame battled Arguments, 


without any new Turn of Art, or Improvement. 


I need not Name one of them to you. He is ea- 


fily diſcover'd by the Falſe Reaſoning, Falſe Rhe- 


torick, and Falſe Engliſh, that he abounds with; 


by the Meanneſs of Spirit, with which he every 


where courts thoſe that are above him, and the 


Infolence with which he uſes ſuch whoſe Perſons 
or Principles are under any Prejudice: but chiet- 


Iy by the Delight he takes in quoting Dr. Kennet; 
- whoſe Arguments for laying aſide the Execution of 


Be Parliament-Writ, he here pompouſly repeats, 


in the very words of that Author: And I know 


* 


of but one Man in the World, that could think 


thoſe Arguments, either for the Matter, or Dreſs 


of them, worth repeating. I am ſure, there is 
nothing in them, worth Anſwering, that I have 
not already conſider'd in my Fir# eiter. As for 
the little Additional Cavils and Colours, he hath 
muſtered up upon this laſt Attack, they can have 
no manner of weight with Wiſe Readers; and 
the Impreſſion they make upon others, if it doth 
not die of.it ſelf, may be taken off at a more pro- 
per occaſſon. The chief ſtrength of what both 
he, and the Author of the Two Letters have now 
written, conſiſts in an Imputation or two, in re- 
lation to ſome diſputcd Matters of Fact, which 
they have endeavour'd to faſten upon me; 
and which, in Juſtice both to ry ſelf, and the 
cauſe for which I. plead, it becomes me to re- 


move. 


Sheets by way of Anſwer, from Writers, 


The Art of ſpreading Scandal, is in- our time 
grown to an high pitch of Perfection; and ſome of 
the Order, I find, are extreamly improv'd of late in 
their Skill this way; which I impute to a New 


Acquaintance they have made with a ſort of Men, 


who have been always very Happy and Pextrous 
in thoſe Methods; and have generouſly Taught 
them the Secret, without learning any. thing, in 
return from them; Their Defaming Papers creep 
out in the Dark, and are diſpers d with-as much 
Speed and Privacy as any of the Libels on the late 
Parliament were; nor are they ſuffered to come 
into Indifferent Hands, till the Slanders and Fal- 
ſities they contain, have taken root among thoſe, 


who are prepar'd to receive, and, in a moderate 


way, to Abett and Encourage them. So that by 
that time a Man hath liberty to ſpeak for himfelf, 


the Cry is ſo loud againſt him, that he can ſcarce 


hope to be heard. This hath been the Pious Pra- 


ctice in ſeveral Inftances, ſince the laſt Convoca- 


tion roſe ; particularly as to the Papers, at pre- 
ſent before me; ſome of which had walk'd the 
Rounds a yore while, before 1 could any ways 
purchaſe a ſight of them. And one of theſe Au 
thors at leaft was Wile in his Managen, for 
more than one Reaſon; ſince the only way to 
make any thing He Writes valu'd, is, to make it a 
Secret: As ſoon as ever it begins to be Publiſh'd, 
it ceaſes to be Read; and is ſure, in a Month or 
two afterwards, to be as much Neglected and 


Forgotten, as the Antiquities of Ambroſden, J 


mention not this, any ways in return to the Rude- 


neſs with which he hath treated me, for which 


T heartily forgive him; and am, I profeſs, much 

Eaſter under his Reproaches, than I ſhould be un- 

der his Paneg yricks———ceſpecially, ſincę the En- 

gliſb Edition of that of Pliny to Trajan : But 1 

ofter it merely as my Excule for not ſending you 

an earlier Account of the Charge which hath been 
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drawn up againſt me. It conſiſts of two Branches, 


That I have miſrepreſented the Cuſtom of Eu- 
tring the Parliament-Writ in the Convocation- Acts 


of Both Provinces; and that J have injur'd a late 
Writer, by what T ſaid in the Poſtſcript of my laſt 


Letter, concerning a Famous Clauſe in the Ar- 
chiepiſcopal Mandate. I will ſtate both theſe Mat- 
ters fairly to you, and then leave, and deſire yon 
to judge impartially between us. 
he Words, vn which he founds his firſt Accu- 
ſation, are, you know, theſe that follow. 
From the poor Remains of Convocation Records, 
left us ſince the At of Submiſſion he learn, 
as the Conſtant Practice was, in the Front of 1he 
Ads of every Synod, to enter the King's Parliament: 
Writ with this Clauſe, as well as that to the Arch- 
biſhop, for calling the Clergy of bis Province 
Undoubredly, to ſhew, That the Clergy then Aſſem- 
bled in Synod, met noleſs in Vertue of the one, than 


the others I appeal tothe Original Acts of the Con- 


vocations of York-Province, for the Truth of this 
Aſertion; and to the Authentick Extracts, which 
we have from thoſe of the Province of Canterbury; 
and if you find, whenever you ſhall have the Oppor- 
tunit of. conſulting them, that I deceive you, I am 


* comreyred to forfeit all the Credis I have with you, or 


an Rows Good Man for ever. In the York-Atts, 
which reach from 1545, downwards, the very Ori- 


gittal Writ; which ſummons the Archbiſhop, and the 


Clergy of bis Dioceſe to Parliament, is often ſow'd 


in: Anu in the Extracts from the Books of This 
Province, the Entry of ſuch VPrits in taken notice of, 


in the Reigns of Queen Elizabeth, Xing James, and 
King Charles the Firſt, down to the very Convoca- 
tion of 1640; when indeed th? Atuary omitted to 
Enter the Writ, but the Clauſe it ſelf was Execu- 
ted, as I can from good Evidence aſſure you. Li Lett. 

5. c. 2. 

* This Paſſage, at your Requeſt, I further ex- 
plain'd in a Second Letter; particularizing the 
feveral Writs, that fti!l appear, from the Re- 
mains of Convocation-Acts now Extant, to have 
been Enter'd there, and the ſeveral Convocati- 
ons, to which they belong'd. The Words of that 
Second Letter, I muſt beg leave to rencat to you 
alſo; that you may have at once beture you all I 
have ſaid on the Argument. 

In the Tranſcripts and Extratts from the Upper 
Houſe Book of Canterbury Province, particular 
Notice ic taken of theſe ſeveral Parliament-Wrirs, 
as enter'd in thoſe Acts; v. For the Parliaments, 
which met 2 Apr. 1571. 8 May 1572. 5 Apr. 1814. 
16 Jan. 1620. 12 Feb. 1623. 17 May 1625. 
6 Feb. 1525. The Folio of the Original Regiſter, 
wherein thoſe VVrits were recorde i, is ſet down in the 
Extract, and mention made of them there, in theſe, 
ar the like words The King's Writ, to Sit in 


Parliament; or, The King's Writ to the Arch- 
biſhop, for the Parliament: And there js alſo a 
diſtin Entry in every Caſe made of the King's 
Writ of Convocation, Oc, 

As to York Province, upon 4 more Exadt and 
Careful Review of my Papers, 1 find not any Note 
there of more than Two Original Writs , now re- 


maining in that Convocation- Book; One being 4 


Summons, for the Parliament, aſſembled 23. Nov. 
1584. (as appears by its Place in thoſe Ac); the 
other, for a Parliament which met, 15. Ott. 1588. 
And of the Former of theſe Writs above half is torn 
off, and lot: However ſo much ſtill remains, as 

ews what it was, and why it was put there, There 
is no doubt hut that many other Parliament-Sum- 
mons were formerly to be ſeen in that Bool: But the 
Original Writ being sd to be affix'd to the Ad by 
the Drawer of them, to ſave himſelf the Trouble of 
Copying it, they were in proceſs of time eaſily torn 
out, and imbezzeled. For thus the Convocation- 
Writs themſelves have ſuffer'd; the Originals of 
which were all along inſerted into this Ad-Book, 
but many of them are at preſent wanting there ; 


particularly the Writs for the Convocations, which 


Sat 5 Dec. 1548. 10 Feb. 1558. 15 Oct. 1586. 
17 Jan. 1620. And of the King's Original Writs 
of Prorogation, which were likewiſe us d to be inſer- 
ted, but few are now left, as I remember; Few, 1 
1 mean, in Compariſon of thoſe that are lot, | 2. 
L. p. 11. c. Is 2. 

The Writers whom I am conſidering, have at- 
tack'd theſe two Paſſages in four ſeveral Papers; 
the Firſt, in the Caſe of the Præmunientes conſi- 


der'd, and in a Letter to Me, about the Entry of 


the Parliament-Mrit, &c. the Latter, ina ſecond 
Anſwer upon the Head of the Præmunientes, 
and in a ſecond Letter to Me about the Entry of the 
Parliament-IWrit, &c. I have good reaſon to be- 
lieve that not a Linz of what they have Written 
in all theſe Four Papers, concerning the T wo Paſ- 
ſages recited, was Printed off, when Both my 
Letters were Publiſh'd. And yet they conſider 


my Two Letters, apart, as if they had finiſh'd 


and Printed their Anſwers to the Firſt of them, 
juſt as they now ſtand, before they ſaw the Se- 
cond; and crattily divide the Conſideration of 
what I ſaid in my Former, from the Explication 
of it, which I added in the Latter; Though-I 
doubt not but the Latter gave them Opportuni- 
ties of altering their Anſwers to my Former, in 
ſeveral Reſpetts ; and that they made uſe of the 
New Light I had given them, to their Own 
Purpoſe, without ſeeming to own it. But let 
them take what Wily Methods they pleaſe, to ſup- 
port a Cauſe, that wants and deſerves them z and 
go on, if they will, in that Honeſt Track in which 
they have ſet out; Iam no further concern'd in 

it, 


it, than to obſerve their ſly Practices to the Reader; 


< 


For it is all one to Me, how they Divide, or Ma- 
nage their Replies. If what I have ſaid be Trush, 
it will ſtand againſt all the Artifices, which They, 
or much abler Heads, and Pens than Theirs can 
employ againſt it. That it is ſo, Tam now to 
ſhew z and will do it as briefly and clearly as the 
Tedious and Intricate Anſwers they have made, 
will allow of, | 

In ofder to it, I deſire the Reader to obſerve 
carefully the Manner after which I expreſs my 
ſelf in my Firſt Letter; that my Words may not 
be loaded with any ſuch Conſtruction, as was nei- 
ther intended by me, nor can ever fairly be drawn 
from them. I pretend not there to affirm, as my 
New Correſpondent inſinuates, that there are 
Expreſ Teſtimonies left of the Entry of Parlia- 
ment-Irits in the Ats of Convocation, as often as 
they ifſu'd ; this had ben a Ridiculous Pretence, 
lying open to the Confutation of every Man, 
that knows (and who doth not know ?) that the 
Act, of moſt Convocations, ſince the time I men- 
tion, are irrecoverably loſt; ſo thata Series of 
ſuch Expreſs Teſtimonies can never poſſibly be 
produc'd from them. All I alert, is, that in the 
Fragments and Accounts of thoſe Atts caſually 
handed down to us, there are ſo many Memo- 
randum's preſerv'd of the Entry of ſuch Writs, 
as will enable us, under our pretent want of Re- 
cords, to build a General Preſumption and 
Proof upon them. My Words are, © From the 
% Poor Remains of Convocation Records left us 
& ſince the Act of 5ubmilhon, we Learn that the 
* Conſtant Practice was, in the Front of the Acts 
© of every Synod to enter the King's Parliament 


@ Writ with this Clauſe, as well as that to the 
* Archbiſhop for calling the Clergy of his Pro- 


© vince”, The Remains of theſe Records are 
indeed Poor ones; and yet in them, ſhort and Im- 
perfect as they are, the Entries of Parliament 
Writs are ſo often taken notice of, that we may 
from thence, I ſaid, rely Learn, or Collect, 
what the Cuſtom ws as we ſhould certainly 


have been able to\deduce a particular Proof of 


that Cuſtom, if the entire Acts themſelves had 
come to our Hands. 

This Aſſertion I made good, in my ſecond 
Letter, as to the Province of Canterbury, by 
ſeven Inſtances, which appear in ſome Authenrick 
Abſtraits, taken long ago from the Records of 
the Convocations of that Province, Upon this, 
Iwo Queſtions ariſe, whether I have repreſen- 
ted theſe Facts truly? And whether I have ar- 
gued juſtly and reaſonably from them? The Firſt, 
is what I am chiefly concern'd to Vindicate my 
ſelf in; tho', when that is done, J ſhall briefly 


conſider the ſecond alſo, and ſhew, that the Con- 
W N [ bave drawn from theſe Facts is unde- 
niable. Ae n N 

As to the truth of the Facts themſelves, the 
Author, or Authors T am engag'd with, have 
taken upon them to deny it, upon ſeveral frivo- 
lous Conjectures, and Reaſonings, which I ſhall 
not ſpend time in repeating; but which appear 
to them ſo conſiderable, that in the ſtrength of 
them, they have ventur'd to pronounce my 4/- 
ſertion Fictitios [Ü Lett. p. 6. c. 2.] to ſay, That 
I am groſly deceiv'd in it, or would groſly impoje 
upon my Reader, which is the heavier Charge, and 
they fear th? more ju$, [2 Lett. p. 5. c. 1. ] that 
wharever Memorandums, { Ibid. p. 4. c. 1. J Occa- 
ſional Hints, or flight Mentions, | Caſe of the 
Præmun. p. 18. c. 1. J there may be in the Tran- 
ſeripts and Extras I ipeak of, yet there cannot be 
as Diſt inct an Entry of the Parliament Vyrit, as there 
is of the Convocation Hyrit, | Ibid. That, the ten- 
der mention I give, as made f thoſe VVrits, is a great 
Pr:ſumption, if not Demonſtration, that they are not 
Jo enter as my Aſſertion requires; that is, in the 
Front of the Ads of the Synod ; | 2 Lett. p. 4. c. 1. 
and at laſt, they triumphantly conclude, That 
they have offer d enough to perſwade any Im- 
partial Man, that there can be nd ſuch Entries as 1 
have pretended. | Ibid.] Nay, they are ſuxe, that 
what I quote out of theſe 7ranſeriprs from the 
Original Acts, mult be falſe; becauſe, in one as 
eat of the Con vocations | by me cited, i. e. the 
Convocations of Apr. 1571, May 1572, Apr. 1614, 
Jan. 1620, Feb. 1623, May 1625, Feb. 1625. ] 
there could be no Original Als, and therefore no 
4%, ha from them, (Caſe of the Præm. p. 18. 
Co I. 3 ; 

Theſe are the high Expreſſions of Aſſurance 
which they have us'd on this occaſion; whether 
with greater Injury to my Reputation, or their 
own, the Reader will diſcern, when he hath per- 
us'd the following Certificates, which, after the 
Laudable Pattern they have ſet me, I have caus'd 
to be drawn up in Form, and attefted by a Pub- 
lick Notary, whoſe Integrity, and particular Sk:Z 
in theſe Matters, is very well known. The En- 
try of the Parliament V/rirs to the Arch Biſhop, in 
the Book of Extratts, for the two Parliaments 
which met April 2. 1571. and May 8. 1572, is 
confeſsd | 1 Lett. 90 5. col. 2. ] but wich a ſlight 
Objection, which ſhall preſently be accounted for. 
And therefore the Notarial Atteftation, which im- 
mediately follows, relates only to the Five other 
Parliaments I mention'd, and to the Acts of 
, wm GConyocations which ſat concurrently with 

em. 


I have 
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Have peruſed ſome Extracts, Entitled, (Ex li- 
bro Convocationum penes Magiftrum Fiſher, 
Actuarium & Scribam remanen Cc.) which, I 
believe, were taken from the Acts of the Upper 45 f 


of Convocation; and am * were made for 


the uſe of Archbiſhop Laud; containing (amon 
other things) the Paſſages following; together wi 
the Folio's of the Original Regiſter, to which they 
refer, Vize 


[ For the Conv. which met 6th Apr. 1614-] 
Arch-Bps Writt to ſitt in Parliament, Apr. 58. 


1614. fol. 315. 


Liſt of both Houſes, 316, 317, 318. 

The K's Writt of Convocation, 318. 

Arch-Bps Mandate Citatory, 319. 

Bp of London's Certificate thereupon, 319, 320. 


[ For the Conv. 17. Fan. 1620. ] 


Kings Writ io the Arch-Bp to ſitt in Parliament, 

16 Jan. 1620, 329. 
ings VVrit of Convocation to the Arc Bp, 

17 Jan. 1620. 

Lif of both Houſes, 333, 334, 335. | 

1 Seffion, Jan. 31. 1620. manner of going 10 
London-houſe and St. Paul's, 336. 

Biſhop of London's Certificate returned to the 
Arch Bps Mandate Citatory, fol. 337. Schedule of 
Cont umaq, 338. 


[For the Cony. 13 Feb. 1623. 


Ks VVrin to ſus in Parliamt. 12 Feb. 1623. 
fol. 366. 

K's VVritt to ſummon the Convocation, 13 Feb. 
1623. fol. 366. 

Mandate Citatory by the Arch Bp, to the Bp of 
London, 366.. 

Lift of both Houſes 370, 371, 372, 37 3, 374. 

1 Feſſon, Feb. 20. 1623. Arch Bp goes by 
Coach to London-houſe, ſo to Sr. Paul's. Bp of 
London's Certificate, and Arch D. of. Cant. Cerr- 
ficate, Contumacy, 370. 


For the Conv. 18:May, . 162 5. J 


Lis of both Houſes 401, 402, 403, 404, 405. 
yh Cant. Certifi care with the Kings Prin, 
Arch Bps Mandate inſerted 407. 


For the 2d Conv. 162 5.1 


Lift of both Houſes 422, 423, 424, 425, 426. 
Kings VVrit of Convocation, 427. 
Bp of London's Certificate, the Arch Biſhops Man- 
date 427, 428. 
Ks VVrit to the Arch Bp for Parliament, 429. 


This is an Exact Copy of thoſe Extracts, in. 


the Paſfages before mentioned. 
Ita teſtor 


Tho. Rous, Not. Pub. 


I Do hereby Certifie, That befides the Extralts from. 


the Acts of thoſe Five Convocations, mentioned 
in the foregoing Certificate, I have ſeen other Ex- 
tracts, made, as I believe, from the Original Four- 


nals of the Uppor Houſe, of Two Convocations, 
which ſat April 1571, and May 1572; containing 


an Account of many things done in thoſe Two Convo- 


cations, Seſſion by Seſhon, from April 3. 1571, 10 


April 20. 1583. 
| Ita teſtor 


Tho. Rous, Not. Pub. 


And now, I appeal to the Reader, Whether 
theſe Parliament Writs were not recorded in the 
Journals of Convocation, exattly in the manner 
which I have deſcrib'd ? Whether the Entries of 
them were-not ſolemnly made, as I faid they 


were, in the very Frys of the Synodical Ads, 


and diſtinctiy from the Mtries of the King's ſeve- 
ral concurrent Convocation-VVrits to the Arch Bi- 
ſhop, in like manner there recorded? And if fo, 
muſt not this Proof cover theſe Gentlemen with 
Confuſion, who denied, that there ever were, or 


could be any ſuch Entries, as T pretended ?: And, to- 


fortifte their raſh Aſſertion, further affirm'd, That 
in One at leaſt of the Convocations, in which J in- 
franced, there could be no Original Atts, and there- 


Ks VyVrit to the Arch Bp for the Parliament, fore no Tranſcripts from them; when yet Extracts 


17 May 1625, 398. 
| Ks PVris for the Convocation, 18 May 1625, 


3909s 
Arch Bys Mandate Citatory to the Byof London, 
348. 


are ſtill preferv'd from the Acts of every Indivi- 
dual Convocation, I mention'd ; as appears from 
the Notary's Atteſtation. I forbear to Exagge- 
rate this Matter, but ſhall leave theſe Writers to 
conſider coolly of what they have ſaid, and the 
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Reader to refleRt, what Credit will be due to any . | 
Future Aſſertions of the ſame kind, by which they of this Writ, as an Evidence, That the Clergy aſ- 


Ile uin tell me, that T have produc d the Entry 


ſhall endeavour either to promote their own ſembled in Synod meet no leſs in vertue of the Parlia- 


Cauſe, or to blaſt the Reputation of ſuch as have 


the Courage to oppoſe it. 
Heving vrov'd, That the Matter of Fact 4 re- 


ally as I have repreſented it, twill be ſome En- 


tertainment to the Reader, to have a View of 


the Arguments by which they pretended to 


* demonſtrate, that it could not poſſibly be ſo. He 


is ſatisfy'd, I believe, with what Diſcretion, and 
Truth they have advanced theſe Aſſertions: I 
will now give him ſome Inftances of their won- 
derful Penetration, and of their Deep and Subtle 
nner of Reaſoning. 
"The Chiet — by which the Writer of 
the Two Letters labours to make out the Impeſſibi- 
lity of thoſe Entries, of which I have given him 
ſs clear a Proof, is taken from the Silence, both of 
the Ad, or Account of what paſs'd on the Fir# 
Day in every Convocation, and of the General Ji- 


mens Writ, than of that for the Convocation, Lett. 
p. 5. col. 2. for theſe are my Words. They are 
ſo, and I ſpeak no otherwiſe in them than th- 


Lower Houſe of Convocation ſpake before me; 


whoſe ſolemn Remonſtrance in 1558, runs in this 
manner, Nos, Cantuarienſis Provincie Inferior & 
Secundarius Clerus, in uno (Deo ſic diſponente, ac 
Sereniſſime Reginæ noſtra[ Fuſſu ] Decani & Capituli 
Cant. Mandato, BREVI P AKLIAMENTI, ac Mo- 
nitione Ecclefiaſtica fic exigente) Convenientes, par - 
tium noſtrarum 97 exiſtimavimus, Oc. But as 
They, by Inferior C ſecundarins Cleras, ſo I, by the 
Clergy, can be preſum'd only to intend the 
Clergy of the Lower Houſe premoniſbd by the 
Parliament Writ; not Both the Houſes, or the Es- 
tire Body of Convocat on. It is one thing to ſay, 
that the Clergy aſlembling in Parliament time, 
meet by the ſeveral Parliament Writs to the Bi- 


tle prefix d to every Upper Houſe Journal; where, ſhaps; and another thing, to affirm, That the Con- 
he tells us, no notice is taken that the Convocation vocation is aſſembled by the Autborizy of them. 


arliament Writs 


King's General Writ of Convocation. 

Above half of what he has offer'd relates to the 
proof of this Point; which, if allow'd him, will do 
his Argument no manner of ſervice. For what if 
the Convocation be not ſaid to be aſſembled by the 
rity of the Parliament Writ? Will it follow, 
that the Writ it ſef"was not entred in the Front of 
the Ads? At the ſame rate it may be prov'd, that 
the Certificatorium either of the Biſhop of London, 
or the Archdeacon of Canterbury, was not us'd to 
beentred in the Front of chose Acts, ſeparately 
from the Archbiſhop's Mandate, becauſe neither of 
theſe Certificatories are, or can be there mention d 
as the Authority, by which the Convocation aſſem- 
bled. And yet we know, that both theſe Certifi- 
cations were uſually inſerted at the Entrance of 
thoſe Journals, which were form'd with Exattneſs 
and Care; as I could by Various Inftances prove, 
equally, I believe, unknown to this Writer, with 
the Cuſtom of Entring the Writ for the Parlia- 
ment. And Two ſuch Inftances even the Atteſt a- 
tion] have produc'd will afford him. 

Suppoling the Entry of the Parliament Writ, 
yet how could any Man who had not an Head 
turn'd like this Authors, ever dream of finding it 
ſpoken of in the Acts of Convocation, as the Au- 
thority by which the whole Body of the Convocation 
aſſembled, which conſiſts to this Day of ſome Mem- 
bers not mentioned in that Writ 3 and of which 
the much larger Halt, was for ſome part of the Pe- 


riod aſſigned, made up of Perſons no ways inclu- 


de or concern d in it? - . 1 
ute K . Abe eri 


he firſt of theſe, is an undoubted Truth; and 


bethæ directly affirm it: but the latter, ſtrittly 
taken, is falſe; and we cannot therefore expect to 
meet with ſuch Language in the Journals of Con- 
vocation: For what Authority ſhould a Provincia 
Aſſembly be ſaid in its Acts to meet by, but that of 
the Provincial Summons, Which at once Convenes 
the whole Body, and is alone Commenſurate te 
the Perſons compoſing it ? | 

The Writer of the Letter therefore might have 
ſpar'd the Learned and Uſeleſs Pains he hath been 
at, in explaining to us the Style of the Acts, for ſo 
many ſucceſſive Convocations : For it may be ex- 
tremely true, that the Phraſe of thoſe Acts ran, 
as he ſays, in all the Inſtances alledg d; and yet be 
nevertheleſs true, that the Parliament Writ was, 
together with the Convocation Writ, enter'd in 
the Front of thoſe Journals. 

Another pleaſant way he has of diſproving what 
I alledg'd concerning the Entry of the Parliament 
Writ, is, by oblerving, that it was not Cuftomary, 
to enter even the Convocation Writ, by it ſelf, but 
only as inclos d in ſome other Inſtrument, The 1 
King's Provincial Writ, he ſays, never that be bath 
obſerv'd, or heard of, occurs among the Ad of Con- 
vocation Cin the Province of Cant. ] but as 


inſerted 72 
in the Mandate, or Certiſicate, of the Archbiſhop, or A "ve 


Biſhop of London | 1 Lett. p. 3. col. 1. and again 


p. 6. col. 2. ] And this he would have paſs for an, .. 


Argument, That, if the diſtin Entry of the Con- 


vocation Writ it ſelf was omitted, tis not credia R 


ble that more Care 


uld be beftowed onghe Kt 
of Parliament. (a obs Mx ene * 
0 


8 


To ſhew him how unhappy he is in this Conje- 


Eture alſo, and how unqualify'd either for Divin- 
ing, or Reaſoning on the preſent Argument, I muſt 


once mere have Recourſe to my Publick Notary, 
who ſpeaks in the following manner. 


E bereby Certifie, That, upon peruſal of ſome 


Tranſcripts, which 1 believe to be taken from 
be Fournals of the Upper Houſe of Convocation of 
#be Province of Canterbury; I find the Kings and 


Queens Provincial Writs, as I apprebend, Entred in 


#hoſe Fournals, diſtinctly and apart from the Mandate 
of the Archbiſhop, ana Certificate of the Biſhop of 
London, or Archdeacon of Canterbury; particu- 
darly in thoſe Five Inſtances, voucbed by me in 4 


former Atteſtation, and in theſe Five other Inſian- 


es, which follow. 
{ Conv. Nov. 13. 1588. ] 


= Qs Writt for the Convocation, 13 Nov. 
2588. 


I Seſſion——— Arch Bps Mandate of Summons, 
Bp of London's Certificate, &c. 109. 


[ Conv. 20 Feb. 1592. ] 


L Writt of Summons, 136, 


Arch Bps Mandare, Biſhop o 
Hrchdeacon of Canterbury's Certificates, &c. 147. 


[Conv. 18. Ock. 161.) 


Q. Vyritt of Summons, 208. 


Arch Bps Mandate, Bp of London's Certificate, 
wn—— Archdeacon of Cant. Certificate, with the 
Mandate inſerted, ad fol. 213. 


Conv. March 20. 1603. 


K's Fpriit of Summons firit yſſued to Arch Biſhop 
Whitguift, 234. 3 

Biſhop of London's Certificate of his Execution of 
the late Arch Bys Mandate for Summaning the Con- 


vocation, &c. 237. | 
Arch Bys Mandate 10 tbe Bp of London, with 
#e Kings Wrin inſerted, &c. 238, 239. 


[Conv. 18:March, 1627.] 


Ky  VPris 10 the Arab Biſhop for the Convocati- 
*, 442>. 


London, and 


: Bp of London's Certificate to the Arch Bs Man- 
date, 443, 444. 


This is a True Copy of the Tranſtripts 1 
peruſed, in the ſeveral Paſſages above 
mentioned. 


Ita teſtor 
Tho. Rous, Not, Pab. 


Here are Ten good Evidences, drawn from the 
Acts of as many Convocations, to ballance the 
weight of this Author's ſingle Conjetture. He is 
now fatisfy'd, I hope, that his Talent at ſuch 
Gueſſes is not great, and will be more ſparing and 
reſerv'd in the ſame kind, for the future. He had 
Light enough from the Records of the Convoca- 
tion of Tork, a fair Tranſcript of [Lett. 1. p. 2. c. 1. ] 
which he ſaw, to have preſerv'd him from this 
Miftake, if his Skill had been equal to his Materi- 
als. For there, the greateſt part of the Original 
Convocation-Writs, ſew'd in by the Actuary, are 
ſtill remaining: and it will bear little doubt; whe- 
ther the Cuftom of both Provinces were not in 
this reſpect the ſame; tho* for want of the Origi- 
nal Records, the Proof is not ſo full and particu- 
lar, in the one, as the other. He hath invented an 
odd way of ſalving this Difficulty ; For he is 
pleas'd to believe, that we ſhould not find [ in the 
Tork-Atts] the Provincial Writs by themſelves, as 


we do, was the Execution of them in that Province by 
4 Mandate from the Archbiſhop, to one other Biſhop . 


to ſummon. the reſt, and a Certificate of that other 
Biſhop upon it, as it is here in the 


pens, that even in that Province where the exe- 
cution-of the King's Writ was made always in the 
manner he mentions, and even in thole very In- 
ſtances, where we are ſure the Archbiſhop's Man- 
date, and the Biſhop of London's, or Archdeacon of 
Canterbury's Certificate, each reciting the King's 
Writ in Terms, was inſerted at length; yet ftill 
the Royal Writ it ſelf was alſo ſeparately enter'd. 
So that the Entry of ſuch Writs no ways depends 
on the manner in which they were executed; for 
they wereenter'd alike in both Provinces, where 
they were differently executed, and were plac'd 
fingle in the Front of the Acts, even when they 
recurr'd over and over in the ſeveral ſucceeding 
Inftruments, and Forms of Execution, there in 
like manner recorded, 

The Convocation Writs were enter'd, as they 
iſſu'd, that is, by themſelves ; and as being of 
themſelyes, the Proper and Legal Authority up- 

on 


rovince of 
Cant. [ Ibid. ] But here again unluckily it hap- 
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on which the Convocation met and ated. And 


\ 


they were therefore regularly to ftand in the 
Front of thoſe Acts, which the Synod was Autho- 
riz'd and Impower'd to draw-up, by vertue of 
them. So that the Aſſertion of the Writer of the 
Letters [That the Provincial Writ was. not any o- 
therwiſe enter d than as part of the Mandate, or the 
Certificatorium upon it, Lett. 1. p. 6. c. 1, J is 
both falſe in Fact, and repugnant to the plain 
reaſon of the thing; it being abſut d to imagine, 
what this Aﬀertion, with great Indignity to the 
Crown implys, that the Convocation is aſſembled 
and held by the Arcbbiſhop's, and not by the King's 
Authority ; and confequently, that the Royal Writ 
is no further to be taken notice of in the Acts 
of it, than as enclos'd in the Archiepiſcopal . 
Mandate. 

Theſe indeed were the Notions, which prevail'd 
in the Times of Popery; and this therefore was 
the Manner,in which the RoyalWrits were entred, 
in the Old Regiſters of thoſe Popiſh Convocati- 
ons. But the Reformation introduc'd a new Scene 
of things; the Clergy then acknowledging their 
Power of Aſſembling to be deriv'd from the 
Crown; and therefore giving the King's Writ 
in their Acts as it became them to do) the Pre- 
ference to the Archbiſhop's Mandate, And it 
is Amazing to ſee Men, who have ſworn over and 
over to the King's Supremacy,ſetting up ſuch No- 
tions as are inconſiſtent with it, and are contrary 
both to tkeCurrentStream of plain Matters of Fact, 
and to all the Principles upon which the Refor- 
mation was founded, 2 

Both the Letters of this Writer are entirely 
taken up, in producing a long Train of Citations 
from the Journals, to prove, that the Convoca- 
tion is there ſaid always to be called and held 
Autboritate Brevis Regij, with a deſign to exclude 
the Parliament VVrit from having any Influence 
towards Convening the Lower Clergy. I have 
ſhew'd him where the Fallacy of ſuch Reaſonings 
les. However, ſetting aſide thatDiſpute at preſent, 
methinks, his Own Inftances might have taught 
him, that nothing could be more Proper and 
Regular, than to place that Writ in the Front of 
the Acts, which is the Foundation of the Meeting. 
Were he a Stranger, as indeed he ſeems to be, 
to the Matter of Fact it ſelf, yet a common 
ſhare of Reaſon would have told him, that, ſince 
the Convocation is always ſaid in the Acts to be 
held by the King, and never once ſaid to be held 
by the Avebbiſh 'S Authority (as he knows it 
is not) thoſe Acts muft regularly have begun 

with an Entry of that Writ, to which they 


refer every where, as to the Authoritative 


2 whereby the Aſſembly Meets, and Sub- 


13 - | | 
Whether theſe Writs were read hy ibenſelvet, or 
not, is a new Queſtion, Certain it is, that they 


were Read always, as well as Enter'd, in the Pro- 
vince of Torł; and the Practice here at home in 
our Own Province, is not to be doubted, from 
the Convocation of 1640 downwards. And on 
both theſe Accounts therefore, it is in a high de- 
gree probable, that from the very Submiſſion of 
the Clergy, this Practice generally obtain'd. And 
if ever it was Omitted, *rwas purely in order to 
Diſpatch, and, to prevent Repetition: for the ſame 
reaſon that the Reading of the Archbiſhop's Man- 
date, by it ſelf, was likewiſe neglected ; becauſe 


both That, and the Royal Writ, were recited in 


Terms by the Biſhop of London's Certificate, 
which was always ſolemnly read. And it would 
therefore no ways prejudice the Intereſt of the 
Crown, in aſſembling and holding Convocations, 
nor raile the Archbithop's Authority in that re- 
ſpect, could it be prov'd,that the Royal Writs were 
not us d to be ſeparately read; becauſe the Caſe 
was the ſame as to the Archiepiſcopal Mandates 
there being no Inftance, as 1 remember, that it 
was ever, at the Opening of any Convocation, 
read by it ſelf, but only as recited in another In- 
ſtrument; and as it (elf reciting the King's Writ, 
by vertue of which it ifſu'd. But enough of 
this 

Another of his Weighty Arguments againſt 
the Probability of the Entrys, which I have alrea- 
dy demonſtrated, is taken from the Forma Con vo- 
cationis celebrande drawn up, or newmgedel'd 
at leaſt, by Archbiſhop Parker; which, (as 


he Judiciouſly Remarks) requires nothing to 


be exhibited | on the firſt day of Convocati- 
on] but the Mandate of the Archbiſhop to the 
Biſhop of London, and the Biſhop of London's 
Certificatorium upon i [ 1 Lett. p. 6. Col. 1.J 
and from thence he, with great Sagacity, inferrs, 
that this had been a ſtrange Directory indeed for hold- 
ing 4 Convocation, if not only the King's Provin- 
cial Writ to the Archbiſhop, bat his Parliamentary 
too had been to be entered in the Front of the Acts 
ibid. ut can this Wiſe Gentleman think, that 
it was any part of the Deſign of this Form to pre- 
ſcribe the Manner of drawing up the Ads, and to 
regulate the Entrys of the Upper-Houſe Regiſter ? 
Alas! This Directory was Fram'd only to adjuſt the 
Ceremonies and Solemnities of Opening the Con- 
vocation, as far as the Archbiſhop was concern'd 
in them: But the Ey; of the Provincial and 
Parliamentary VVYrits was ſuppoſed to be anrecedent 
to the Opening of the Convocation ; and there- 
fore, in 4 of the 5 Inftances atteſted by the No- 
tary, thoſe Wyits are placed, ſtrictly ſpeakin: 
in the Front of the Acts; that is, before the O- 
pening of the Synod, and the Account of the 
firſt Sefton of it. Front- 


7 


Mk. cv « « » 
From the Form, we cannot learn that any Royal 
' Wricifſu'd to call the Clergy : For it begins with 
a Sciend” eſt quod omnes qui Authoritate Reveren- 
im Citantur ad comparend” coram eo; and goes 
10 further back therefore than to the Archbiſhop's 
Mandate: which it ſpeaks of indeed, as Citing the 
Clergy by Bis Authority; but not, I hope, ſo as 
to exclude the Authority of the Original Summons 
trom the Crown, or to intimate that the Archie- 
piſcopal Power was not in this caſe ſubſervient to 
che Royal. That Point was ſuppos'd by the Form, 
as ſufficiently known and ſetled already; and is 


Fd 
Neither Bonns s Journal of 1554, nor this 
of 1562, are Compleat in theſe reipects; and 
therefore no Argument can, one way, or other, be 
drawn from them. And as to the Book of 1640, 
tho' neither the Parliamentary nor Provincial Writ 
appear there, yet this was purely, as I ſaid in 
my firſt Letter [p. 5. c. 5 an Omiſſion of the 
Aituary, He asks me, how I prove it? Manifeſt- 
ly thus, becauſe in the Preceding Convocations, 
the Cuſtom was to Enter theſe Writs ;z and be- 
cauſe the Actuary has omitted to Enter Other In- 
ſtruments, which were by the ſame Cuſtom, us'd 


always to be inſerted 3 to wit, the Certificatoria 
from the Biſhop of London, and the Archdeacon of 
Canterbury; for nothing ftands recorded there at 2 
length, but only the Archbi ſhop's Mandate: Tho? 
even the Acts of the firſt Day of this Convoca- 
tion tell us, That both the King's Writ and the 
Biſhop of London's Certificatorium Were ſeparately 
read. And the not Entring apart, what was thus '% 
read apart, and 2 always to be Entred apart, 
= only happen by the Neglect of the A- 1 

uary. I 

Theſe are, I think, all the General Reaſonings 
with which he has undertaken to Encounter an 
Aſſertion, built on the Unqueftionable Evidence of 
the Records of Conyocation ; there are alſo (ome 
Particular Reflections which he makes on the Par- 
ticular Entries, I inſtance in; and which are every 
way as extraordinary. For 

In Bar of what my Publick Notary affirms from 
the Extracts of 1614, he produces | Lett. 2. p. 5. 
col. 1. ] the Letters Patents of King James, con- 
firming the Canons of 1604 ; thar is, of a Con- 
vocation which was aſſembled, held, and diffoly'd 
ſome Years before the Synod here mention'd, met. 
Well, But what do theſe Letters Patents ſay ? 
Why, in them the King refers to the WRIT iſſued 
by bim for the calling of that Convocation, and to 
that Convocation [Las] aſſembling according to the 
ſaid VVrit [ Thid. ] From whence now it muſt be 
ſuppoſed evidently to follow, that the Parliamen- 
tary Writ was not Enter'd in the Front of the 4 
Journal of 1614 becauſe the Letters Patents of ß 

1604, do not refer to it, nor ſay that the Convoca- ? 
tion of that Tcar was aſſembled by it: which they 
could not have ſaid with any Propriety; for the 
Convocation it ſelf I have told him, is not aſſem- f 
bled by the Parliament Writ, tho' the Lower * 
Clergy of Convocation moſt certainly are. 

He thought, I ſuppoſe, that the Word Vit, 
printed here twice, in the Black,and Italic Letter, 
would work, like a Charm, upon the Readers, 
without Senſe, or Reaſon, or any ſort of Connexi- 
on between the Medium and the Inference he is to 
raiſe from it. 


expreſly recogniz'd in the Title of the Acts of 
this very Convocation; Which is, Convocatio Præ- 
latorum C Cleri, &c. incboata, &c. Authoritate 
Brevis Regij, Keverendiſſimo in Chriſto Patri, &c. 
dire#i. As then the Silence of this Directory is 
no Proof that the Convocation was held without 
the Queens Writ; ſo neither will it prove, that 
That, or any other Writ was not read a part at 
the Opening of the Synod, in the ſame Manner 
that all other Writs and Commithons from the 
Crown, are uſually read, e're the Perſons im- 
powered by them to Meet and Act, proceed on 
the Buſineſs before them. Sure we are, that the 
Concurrent Synod of this Year, in the Province 
of Tork, was thus Open'd with the Reading of the 
Queens Writ by it ſelf; for the Acts of the firſt 
Day; make expreſs mention of it [Et tunc lecto 
Brevi Domine Reginæ, &c. ]: and we cannot be- 
lieve, that the Convocation of this Province was 
either open'd with leſs Formality than the Other, 
or was more backward to acknowledge the Au- 
thority by which they aſſembled; and under the 
Eye and Awe of which they more immediately 
lay. However, let this Form be ſuppoſed to be 
never ſo Concluſive, as to the- Reading either of 
the Provincial or Parliamentary Vrits; yet the 
previous Entry of ſuch Writs in the Front of 
the Acts can never, I ſay, be affected by it; 
which was the only Point I contended for. And 
had we a Copy of the Forms and Inftruments 
at that time Regiftred, I doubt not but that 
both the Parliamentary and Provincial Writs 
would appear among them; as they do in thoſe 
Accounts of the Later Regifters, which are more 
Particular and Punctual; and are a guide to in- 
form us, what the Method of the Elder Journals 
was, in making ſuch Entries, to which we ſhould 
otherwiſe have been wholly in the Dark: There 
being no One Entire Copy of any Upper Houſe 
Book extant,till the Year 1640, whatever this Au- 
thor affirms, or imagines to the contrary ; That 
is, none ſo Entire as to ſpecifie the ſeveral Forms 
or Inſtruments enter'd in the Front of it, which 
is the Chief Article that would be of Uſe to us 
in the preſent Debate. | 


Again 
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Again in 1620, he bath nothing to offer, he ſays, 
again what I advance, but the Mandate of rhe 
Biſhop of London 10 the Biſhop of Litchfield, 20 o- 
bey the Archbiſhop's Mandate, reciting the King's 
Provincial Writ, [ Ibid. ] Which is indeed an 
offer of Nothing 3, for can any body be ſo wild, as 


td expect that the King's Dioceſan VVrit for the 


Parliament, ſhould be inſerted in the Arcbiſpop's 
Provincial Mandate for the Convocation ? And 
yet upon This ſuppoſition, his Reaſoning here muſt 
be built, or elſe no uſe can be made of it. 

Upon the other 3 Inſtances, vouch d by the 
Notary, from the Acts of 1623, and of 2 Con- 
yocations in 1625, he Owns he hath Nothing 
at all to Oppoſe, [ Ibid.) not ſo much as the former 
Nothing of an Archiepiſcopal Mandate; which is a 
fign, that he is not over well ſtor d with Forms of 
this kind: For thoſe very Mandates are extant in 
ſeveral Regiſters; and could he have met with 
them, it ſeems, how Foreign ſoever they are to 
the purpoſe, he would certainly have produc'd 
them; as proofs at leaſt of his Acquaintance with 
ſuch Forms, tho' not of his Skill in making uſe of 


them. But being happily ignorant on this Head, 


he hath ſpar'd Us, and Himſelf; and left thoſe 
Three Inſtances to ftand in their full ftrength, 
without endeavouring, even by that Unaccounta- 
ble Engin of a Mandate, to attack them. ; 
There are ſtill behind che two Parliament Writs 
of 1571, and 1572, which J cited from the Ex- 
tracts. He allows they appear there; [ Lett. 1. 
p. 6. c. 2. ] that is, One of them at length, and 
a Memorandum of another; but denies that they 
were taken from the Convocation-Records of 
that Time, becauſe the Tranſcripts after which 
we find them, end with the Convocation of 1 562, 
to which they could have no fort of Relation, [p. 4+ 
col. 2.] It ſeems this Eccleſiaſtical Antiquary 
knows not that the Regiſter Book of the Upper 
Houle, from whence theſe Extracts were taken, 
extended to the Year 1584, where a new Book 
began. And tho' therefore the Extracter ftopt 


Y  AbisT. 517155 Abgidgment of the Acts, at the 
3/7 Syſo@ of/ 1462 the)great Synod of Buſineſs (con- 
3 inuing an account of Prorogations, till 3 Feb. 


1566, when it was Diſſolv'd); yet he might Copy 
Forms from the ſucceeding Journals of 1571, and 
1572; as indeed he appears to have done: For 
we find here, the Queens Provincial Mrit for the 
Convocations of theſe Years inſerted, after the 
Parliament VVrits of thoſe Years, and juſt in the 
ſame manner; One, at large, and the Other, by 
way of Memorandum, and with theſe a Copy of 
the Archbiſhop's Mandate to the Biſhop of London, 
for the Synod of 1571, Which Forms were all, 
doubtleſs, lodged in the Archbiſhop's Regiſtry, 
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and were from thence therefore taken, Certain it 

is, that ſome part of theſe Extracts was made, 

as low as the Year 1572 : and from whence there» 

fore ſhould the Inſtruments be ſo probably Co- 

py d into them, as from the Regiſter-book, which 

lay before the Extracter, while he was making, 

them? His Deſign ſeems to have been, after 

finiſhing the Acts of 1 562, to furniſh himſelf witl: 

a Copy of the ſeveral Chief Forms, that iſſu'd to, 

or from the Archbiſhop, in relation either to 

the Convocation, or Parliament ; and of theſe he 

Tranſcribes one ot a fort, as they came to hand; 
Nor is there any of them, that may not be ſup- 

pos'd to have been entred, at that time, in the 
Regiſters of Convocation z not even thoſe Inſtru- 
ments, which relate to the Prorog ation of the Par- 
liament, with which the Convocation heing bound 
to keep pace in its Attendance, both by Cuſtom, 
and by the Tenor of the Parliament Vit to the 
Lower Clergy, the Inftruments and Writs pro- 

roguing the Parliament did in ſome meaſure 

relate to the Convocation alſo, and might there- 

fore be enter'd in the Journals of it, as well as 
the Parliament Writs to the Archbiſhop cer- 
tainly were. Indeed, one of theſe Writs, that 
which gives Notice to the Archbiſhop of the 
Prorogation of the Parliament, muſt I think, 
have Iflu'd with ſome regard to the Lower 
Clergy then attending; For I am not aware, 
that it was then the Cuſtom to zotifie Pro- 
rogations by diſtin Writs to each Peer, Spiri- 
tual and Temporal; and the only reaſon there- 
of, I can imagine, of ſuch a Writ's iſſuing to the 
Archbiſhop, is, That he might Diſmiſs the Premo- 
niſb'd Clergy; who, not being preſent at the Par- 
liamentary Prorogation, were by this means to 
have a Legal Notice of it 1 to em. But 
be this as it will; *tis a Conjecture only, and 1 
build nothing upon it. What I inſiſt on, is, 
That the two Parliament Writs in the cloſe of 
theſe Extratts were Copy'd from the Records of 
Convocation ; and ace a proof therefore of the 
Entry of ſuch Writs in thoſe Records, during the 
Reign of Queen Elizabeth, How does the Writer 
of the Letters attempt to diſprove it? Why, he 
tells us very gravely, That the Writ to the Arch- 
biſhop for tbe Parliament of 1571, , be ſhould 
think, moſt Authentickly preſerbd in the Arch- 
biſhop's own MS. Book, left to bis Colledge, and now 
to be ſeen there, Nay, ſays he, 1 have the Copy o 

this Writ from that Book before me; in which Book, 
(pray obſerve) None of the Acts of the Convocation 
of that Tear appear; ſo THAT it cannot ſtand 
THERE as enter d in them. [Lett. 2. p. 4. col. 2.) 
This is his Argument, and theſe the very Words 
of it; the Pertinence and Depth of which I pro- 
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feſs my ſelf unable to Fathom 3 and believe, I any but ſuch as are Clear ones, and where the 


may ſafely leave the Reader under the Influence of Words of the Extracts are ſo plain, as to admit 
it, without troubling 22 f e er a of no Cavil or Evaſion. Theſe Inſtances I think 


A W? AA 


cient, under our preſent loſs of Records, ta 


s © | . a | 
JET LO e Parliament Writ of 572, he oneaf e That ſuch Entries were Cuſtomary, and 
K .founds the Pretence of its being enter'd in the 


Gt of Journals of Convocation, thus, Becauſe (ſays he) 

N in,the Archbiſhop"s Speech, at the Opening of this Con- 

(c cation, he addreſſes himſelf to the BISHOPS and 

7 74 LÞRGY, as call'd by bimſelf, Ex Præcepto 
Fl 


cipis, &c. which, according to the Tenor of all 


red, is a very fair Implication of their Sitting, uns 
er the Archbiſbop, in virtue but of One Writ,[ Ibid. ] 
Here again, I am as much at a loſs what to ſay 
to him, as he, I believe, was, for a Method of 
ding my Proof: Surely, had he not been very 
ut to't, he would never have taken up 
ſuch a Poor one. The Tenor of the Fronts of 


1272 be FRONTS, and Acts of Convocation, I have 


| Rane 


, wit 
| ee N convocations is perfect Gibberiſh to me; and his 


guing. Men who are made uſe of to write down 
Truth, and the great Intereſts of their Order, 
ſhould, in order to make their ill Attempts ſuc- 
ceſsful, be furniſh'd with other Talents and Qua- 
hties than this Writer is Maſter ot; elſe, they 
will only diſgrace their Cauſe, and thoſe who em- 
ploy 'em. 

By this time, the Reader, J hope, is ſatisfied, 
upon what ſhallow Grounds theſe Writers have 
took upon them to queſtion the Truth of Facts, 


5 A 70 wag Eanguage as Unintelligible, as his Manner of Ar- 
AY 
1 


which they had no knowledge of; and were led on- 


ly to deny by Inclination, not by Judgment ; for 
they appear, not to have had I. ĩight enough, to form 
any Opinion upon them. But their Wiſhes to 
find them falſe were exceeding ſtrong, and they 
miſtook thoſe Wiſhes for Arguments. I have 
been, for once, at the pains of going over all the 
trivial Reflections advanc'd by them: not that 
there was any need of doing this, to fortifie my 
Proof, which was before ſecur'd in a more Au— 
thentick manner; but merely, if it be poſſible, 
to ſhame them out of this Looſe Inconcluſive way 
of Writing; and to make them reſolve for the 
future, where the Rights and Liberties of the 
Church are in queſtion, either to ſay nothing a- 
gainſt em, or to write more cloſely than they 
have hitherto done. I am now, as I promis'd, 
to proceed in ſhewing, what Uſe is to be made 
of theſe Matters of Fact, and what Influence they 
will have on the Controverſie, about the Execu- 
tion of the Clauſe, Præmunientes, now depen- 
ding. 

. clear Inſtances J have given of the En- 
tries of Parliament Writs in the Upper Houle 
6304s of the Province, I have forborn to give 


conſtantly made in all the Journals of Convoca- 
tion ſince the Statute of Submiſſion z unleſs, when, 
by the neglect of the Drawer of them, they were 
accidentally omitted. And this Practice I take to 
be a good Evidence ; that the Clergy of the 
Lower Houſe were always ſuppoſed to attend in 
their Parliamentary Convocations, no leſs by vir- 
tue of the King's Premoniſbing Clauſe to every 
Biſhop, than by his Provinceal Writ to the Arch- 
biſhop ; becauſe no reaſonable Account can be 
given, Why the Parliament Writ, with this Clauſe, 
ſhould be plac'd in the Front of the Journals, to- 
gether with the Writ for the Convocation, un- 
leſs the Clergy, call'd up equally by both theſe 
ag were entitled alſo to attend upon both of 
them. 

The Writer of the Letters Objects, That this 
Entry was, according to my own Account, of 
the Archbiſhop's Writ alone, which extended only 
to the Clerg y of his own Dioceſe, aul could not make 
the other Clergy of bis Province to be aſſembled in 
virtue of it, nor be ſo much as a Proof, that the 
other Clergy came thither in virtue of the ſeveral 
Parliament Writs of their ſeveral Biſhops. — No- 
thing leſs than the inſerting all thoſe Parliament 
Writs, which included the whole Province, would 
anſwer that purpoſe. [Lett. 1. p. 2. col. 2.] But 
this is a Remark of no Conlequence ; for the 
Parliament Writs to the ſeveral Biſhops were all 
of the ſame Tenor: and it was ſufficient there- 
fore to Enter the Archbiſhop's Writ, as the Pattern 
of all the reſt ; which he would never have ftuck 
at, had he ſeen a fingle Pawn in the Petty-Bag, 
or any of the Antient Enrolments of the King's 
Summons to Parliament : For there he would 


have found, that the conſtant Practice was, to 


enter the Form of the Archbiſhop's Writ. only, for 
all the Biſhops, with a Conſimilia Brevia dirigun- 
tur cateris, or ſuch like Words, at the Cloſe of it. 


And thus, in all probability, were the Entries alſo- 


made in the Journals of Convocation ; tho', ha- 
ving only ſhort Miautes of ſuch Entries left, we 
can only ſuppoſe, without being able to prove it. 
So that the Inſerting of the Archbiſhop's ſingle 


Writ, is, I ſay, as plain an Evidence of the Ope- 


ration and Influence of the premoniſhing Clauſe 
towards Convening the Clergy, as if the Writs 
of every Biſhop of the Province had been Regi- 
ſtred along with it. And if the Clergy were Con- 
vened.by this Clauſe, then mult the Clauſe it (elf 
haye been Executed all along, when they —_ 
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bled by it; and ſo, upon the whole, thoſe Entries 
of Parliament Writs in the Journals of Cunvoca- 
tion, muſt be allowed to be what I athrm'd them 
to be in my firſt Letter--- A Teſtimony beyond di- 
pute, that the Obligation of this Clauſe was never 
either remitted By the Crown, or declin'd by the 
Clergy, P. 5. col. 2. Which laſt are the Words 
wherewith I introduce the Paſſage that gave Riſe 
to the preſent Debate, and contain the Reaſon 
for which 1 then inſiſted on ſuch Entries, and the 
Uſe which J made of them. 

Thus have I made good what I laid down, in 
relation to the Province of Canterbury: I ſhall 
only add a few Remarks on ſome Paſſages in this 
Author's Letters, that relate to the preſent Head 
of Debate; and then proceed to conſider the 
Practice of the other Province. 

Among the Nice Obſervations he hath made 
on the Opening Acts of ſeveral Convocations, 
this is one, That ar the New Meeting of the 
Convocation after the Death of Warham in 1530. 
[ who died two years afterwards in Auguſt,15 32. } 
there is no mention of any Royal Writ, but what 
came with the Mandatory from the Prior and Con- 
vent of Canterbury, c. Lett. 1. p. 4. col. 1. 
This New Meeting of the Convocation, as he terms 
it, was not in Order to Sit and Act, but merely 
to receive the King's Writ of Prorugat ion, from 
Nov. 5. to Feb. 5. 1532. And is it not likely 
therefore to prove a good Inftance of what was 
us'd to be done at the Opening of Convocations ? 
What he aims at, is, to inſinuate, That the 
King's Writ was not enter'd in the Acts of this 
day diſtinctly from the Prior and Conyents Com- 
miſhon. Let the Extratts therefore ſpeak for 
themſelves. Et Ibidem (lay they) inſeritur Breve 
Domini Regis directum Priori Cantuarienſi, cum 
Mandatorio Epiſcopo Aſſavenſi, Commiſſario Prioris 
© Capituli, ad Epiſcopos per totam Provinciam Cc. 
Convocandos, There is a miſtake here in the 
Tranſcript; for the Biſhop of St. Aſaph was only 
one of the Priors and Convents Commiſſaries for 
Proroguing the Convocation on that Day; but 
had nothing to do in Aſembling it; which, if a 
new Writ at this time iffu'd to the Prior and 
Convent, muſt have been Executed by the Biſhop 
of London. But, as to the Uſe he would make 
of this Inſtance, the Words of the Extracts are 
plainly againſt him; and imply, that the King's 
Writ was Enter'd ſeparately, from the Prior and 
Convents Mandate, or Commiſhon ; And hedoth 
not deal fairly therefore, when, without produ- 
cing the Words, he repreſents the Caſe to have 
been otherwiſe. 

In 1547. He finds the Lower Houſe petitioning 
?0 be actually 1% 4 with the Parliament, according 
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to the Tenor of the Clauſe Premunientes, D Thid, 

Col. 2. ] which (he ſays) ſufficiently ſhews, that 

they did not think themſelves to Sit in Convocation 

by virtue of that Clauſe.---- That is, they did not 
think themſelves to Sit in Convocation , apart 

from the Laity, by the Clauſe Præmunientes, be- 
cauſe they petition'd, by Virtue of it, to:be joyn'd 
more cloſely with them. Such Reflettions ſhew 

nothing ſufficiently, but the weakneſs of that Pen- 
which makes them. 

He informs us further, That the Clergys laying”. 
hold on the Premunitory Clauſe, was with 2 De- 
ſian of obſtructing the Reformation, | Ibid. p. 5. 
col. 2. ] both now, and in the firſt of Eliz. when 
they aſſerted themſelves, to Meet in Convocation, 
Brevi Parliamenti id Exigente. It was the 
Popery of the Clergy, and their pretences to Ex- 
emytion from the Civil Power, that made em from 
the beginning decline the Pramuni-ntes, and take 
all ways of defeating the Ends of it: But I never 
heard till now, that their Popery was the reaſon of 
their Claiming it. It doth not any ways appear, 
that the Convocation of 1547, was bent to 0b- 
ſtruct the. Reformation; but only that they were wil- 


ling to have it proceed in an Eccleſiaſtical Way. 


and not meerly by the Authority of Parliament. 
The Lower Houſe Acts of it are in being, and are 
far from ſhewing the Members to be inclin'd that 


way. In one of their Seſſions, they determin'd for 


the Communion in Both kinds — Approbaverunt 
Propaſitionem ultima Seſſione propoſitam de ſumptione 


Corporis Dominici ſub utraque ſpecie, nullo reclamante. 


In another, they decreed Vows of Celibacy, and 
the Canons command ing it, to be null: and in the 
Diviſion of the Houſe, upon that Vote, 53 were 
for it, and but 22 againſt it; of which 22, five at 
leaft Voted by Proxy. They petition'd for In- 
demnity to treat of Matters of Religion, in Caſes for- 
bidden by the Statutes of this Realm, i. e. the Sta- 
tutes of the ſix Articles. 


lor, now Dean, and made afterwards Biſhop of 
Lincoln by King Eiward; and he was choſen, tho 


Abſent, Unanimiter, nullo contradicente, ſeu recla- 


mente, as the Acts expreſly ſay: So that what 


Ground there is to lay Popery at the Door of this 
Convocation, I cannot ſee ; much leſs what ſenſe - 
there can be, in accounting for their Petition a- 
bout the Parliament Writ, by ther inclination to - 


Their Prolocutor was a 
Man after Archbiſhop Cranmer's own mind, T) 


Popery. The laſt Lower Houſe I'm ſure were for 
this very reaſon, among Others, Presbyterzans; as 
indeavouring, by the help of this Clauſe, to pro- - 


mote an Independency on the Biſhops. But *tis 


the way of ſome Free Pens, to brand with III 


Names all Convocations, Dead, or Living, which 
interpoſe vigorouſly in behalf of the Rights and 
A 
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As to the Preamble of the Lower Clergy's Re- 
monſtrance, in 1558, he obſerves it to affirm 
only, That they were come together by the Parliament 
Writ, as well as by the Eccleſiaſtical Summons, not 
that #bey were aſſembled in Convocation, or that the 
Convocation it ſelf ſubſiſted by it. [ Lett. 1. p. 6. 
col. 1.] Tis granted him, that the Convocation, 
properly ſpeaking, doth not ſubſ by that Writ z 
and no wonder therefore if the Clergy ſhould not 
ſay, it did: But his other Diſtinction requires more 
ſubtlety to take it, than I can pretend to. For 
when they Own themſelves to be come together by 
the Writ of Parliament, they mean certainly, that 
they were come together in that place, and that Aſ- 
ſembly, wherein they were then ſting together, 
when they ſaid it; and that was the Lower Houle 
of Convocation. And what is, coming together in 
the Lower Houſe of Convocation, but aſſembling 
#n Convocation ? They reckon themſelves, we fee, 
to be equally then and there aſſembled upon both 
thoſe Writs 3 Nos, ſay they, Cantuarienſis Provin- 
ciæ Inferior & Secundarius Clerus, in uno (Deo ſic 
aiſponente, ac Sereniſſimæ Reginæ noſtre | Fuſſu ] 
Decani © Capituli Cant, Mandato, BREVI P ARL1- 
AMENTI, ac Monitione Eccleſiaſticd fic exigente) 
Convenientes, partium noſtrarum eſſe exiſtimavimus, 
Oc. If therefore they were not aſſembled in Convo- 
cation by the One, neither were they ſo aſſembled 
by the Other. 


In 1554, he is puzzled extremely with an Ex- fi 


preſſion he finds in the Upper Houſe Acts of that 
Year, where Certification is ſaid to be made to 
Bonner the Preſident, de Executione BREVIUM 
ſive MANDATORUM Serenifſime Reginæ; 
[Lett. 1. p. 5. c. 1. ] he knows not what to make 
of the VVrits here ſaid to be Executed, and is ap- 
prehenſive leaft one of em Mould be thought to 
be the VVrit of Parliament. He contrives two ſe- 
veral Schemes to Evade this formidable ObjeQi- 
on; each of them as Abſurd as the Objettion it 
ſelf: and yet is ſo pleaſed with his Solution of the 
difficulty, that he tells us in the Cloſe of it, be 
dares now almoſi Jay it before us as more than Con- 
jeſture: And he takes occalion to value himſelf 
once again upon it, in his Second Letter, [p. 5. 
col. 1.] After all, he doth not underſtand one 
word of the matter; for the plain Truth was, as 
follows. Cranmer was under an Attainder; and 
the Queen therefore iſſued her Writ immediately 
to Bonner for the Convocation to aſſemble at ox- 


ford, with the Parliament, Upon ſecond thoughts 


:; was reſolv'd, that the Clergy ſhould meet at 
dt. Paul's, [ and that a part of em only ſhould be 
ſent down to Oxford, to diſpute with Cranmer ]; 
accordingly a ſecond Vyrit iſſued from the Queen 


this purpoſe; and Both being Executed, the Ex- 


ecution of Both v Certify'd on the firſt Day of the 
Meeting, It is ſtrange that Men, who have all 
the Regiſters of the Kingdom at Command, 
ihould take up with Conjectures upon Points, 
where they might have certain Information 3 and 
ſtianger ſtill, that they ſhould put ſuch Gueſſes 
upon us, as we may know, at firft fight, to be Mi- 
ſtakes, without conſulting a Regiſter to diſprove 
'em. Such are the Preſent Conjectures advanc'd 
by this Sagacious Writer, as I could amply make 
out, if I had not dwelt too long already on Hi 
Miftakes, and were not call'd upon by him to ju- 
ftifie my Own, in another Article. 

T appeal'd, in my firſt Letter, to the Records of 
York Province; from whence, and from the Poor = 
Remains of thoſe of Canterbury, I affirm'd, VVe 
might Learn, that the Conſtant Pratfte was in the 
Front of the Acts of every Synod, to Enter the 
King's Parliament VVrit as well as that to the 
Archbiſhop, for calling the Clerg y of bis Province. I 
neither ſay, nor Imply, that the Acts or Remains 
of both Provinces, will furniſh us with expreſs l 
Inſtances of ſuch a Conſtant Prafice z but with ſo | 
many only, that we may Learn from thence, what 
the Conſtant Practice was; and I build this Infe- 
rence, not on what we find in the Acts of either 
Province apart, but on the Foint Bvidence ariſing 
from Both of them together: and after mentioning 
Both therefore, I immediately add, that zf the Reader 
nds, when be hath an opportunity of Conſulting 
them, that 1 deceive bim, I am comented to for- 
feit all the Credit J have with him or any other 
good man for ever. My Anſwerer knows all this, 
as well as I; and yet dilingenuouſly divides one 
part of my Aſſertion from the other, and then | 
lays each ſeparately upon the whole weight of 
the Inference, I drew from Both, about the Con- 
ſtant Practice; and inſinuates, as if J had affirm'd, 
that there was a conſtant Series of Inſtances to I 
this purpoſe yet remaining in the Acts of either ; 
Province. I beg the Reader to conſult my Words, Z 
as I have tranicribd them entirely into theſe 
Sheets, Pag. 2. and to compare them with the 
perverſe Comment made by this Writer upon 
them; and then to judge between him and me, 
whether he hath not us'd them more like an Ex- 
ecutioner, then a fair Anſwerer ; and put what I 
ſaid upon the Rack, to make it confeſs a Mean- 
ing, which he cannot but know in his Conſcience 
it was never intended to imply». After this, in- 
deed, I proceed to particulars, and fay, That 
in the Tork- Aﬀs, Cc. In the latter part of this 
Paſſage, that my Expreſſions are exact, and ſtrict- 
ly anſwering to what ſtill remains upon the Ex- 
tracts, the Reader will trom what hath been al- 
ready produced on that Head, allow, But gi 

the 
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the Word often came into the former part of it, 
I profeſs ſeriouſly 1 know not, nor whether it 
might not have been taken by the Compohttor 
from the Line of my Copy, where it was us'd ot 
the Province of Canterbury, and the Miſapplica- 
tion of the Word be overlooked by me in the 
ſingle and haſty Review I made of the Proof of 
this Sheet. However, this is more than I can, 
or will affirm; for my Papers were deftroyed 
ſoon after they were Printed off, and I am not 
able now to Recollect any thing diſtinctly a- 
bout it. All I can ſay to it, is, That as ſoon 
as this Slip was obſerv'd to me by a Worthy 
Friend, I immediately gave publick notice of it 
in a ſecond Letter, wherein I own'd, that, upon 
a more gareful Review of my Papers, I found not 
any Note there of more than two Original Writs 
now remaining in the Convocation Book of York 
Province: And I will continue, while I live, in 
like manner to Own and Retract any miſtaken 
Fact, or Expreſſion, that ſhall happen to fall from 
my Pen, as ſoon as I my ſelf am convinc'd of it, 
tho* no man living beſides ſhould obſerve it; if 
the Error is ſuch, as it may be worth the Readers 
while to have Rectify'd: and ſuch it was, in the 
Preſent Caſe ; for the Entry of theſe Writs in 
the Provincial Records isa point of great Momeut. 
Nor knew I, when I receiv'd this Information 
from a Friendly Hand, that any one beſides had 
then taken norice of it. | 
Having given this faithful and naked Account 
of the particular wherein I am charg'd, I muſt 
now leave it to the Reader, to determine which 
of us deſerves moſt Reprehenſion, I, in making 
the Miſtake, or my Accuſer, in inſiſting ſo eager- 
ly upon it, after I had own'd it in the moſt pub- 
lick Manner; and when, for ought I know, he 
had even the knowledge of this Error from my 
Printed Confeſſion of it. But the very Mercies 
of moderate Men appear ſometimes ſo like Ma- 
lice and Revenge, that 'tis not eafie to diſtin- 


; Suiſh between em. 


He, or whoever it was that Writ his Poſtſcript 
for him, tells me bluntly, That it has never been 
thought a part of my Temper or Practice to logſe the 
Opportunity of Diſgracing Others, [Lett. 1. p. 7. 
c. 2. ] I will give him one good Inftance to the 
contrary. The Author of the Book about the 


Archbiſhops Sole Power of Proroguing, had pub- 


Lſh'd an Artful Atteſtation about the Want of 
a certain Clauſe in 70 Archiepiſcopal Mandates; 
without letting the Notary, who drew it, know, 
that there was a ſingle Mandate in being, with: 
ſuch a Clauſe, and without owning, either in his 
Reflection on that Certificate, or any where elſe 


in the following Book, that he himſelf had erer 
ſeen ſuch a Mandate; when yet I had good 
grounds to believe that he had attually ſeen one, 
at the time he publiſh'd this Atteſtation. Was 
I eager to lay hold of tha: Opportunity of Diſ- 
gracing him? No! For I let the matter reft fix 
Weeks and more, without opening the Artifice 
of it; which I could have done from the very 
moment it was committed. And had he in all 
this time been fo fair, as to have mform'd the 
World, that there was ſuch a Mandate, either 
by a Line or two in the publick Advertiſements, 
or by way of Poſtſcript to the Reconciling Letter; 
(to the Author and Editor of which, I ſuppoſe, 
he was no Stranger ;) he ſhould have heard but 
very foftly of it from me afterwards; But when 
I found from ſo long a ſilence, that he intended the 
Miſrepreſentation ſhould prevail, and take Root in 


Men's Minds, I reſolv'd to undeceive them; and 


ſhall ere J have done, Expoſtulate the Mat- 
ter with him, a little more cloſely and plain- 
ly. I mention it now only by the by, and to 


put him in mind, that he of all Men, ought not 


to have laid it to my Charge, That I looſe no 
Opportunities of Diſpracing Others. But, to re- 
turn, 

I had acknowledg'd in my ſecond Letter, that 
there were Two Writs of Pariiament only now re- 
maining in the Book of York; and that the Hal 
of One of theſe was torn off and lot, But, I added, 
that there could be no doubt whether many other 
Parliament Summons were not formerly to be ſeen 
there; tho* the Original Writ being asd to be af- 
fix d to the Acts by the Drawer of them, to ſave him- 
ſelf the trouble of Copying it, they were in Proceſs of 
time, eaſily torn out, and embezled. For thus, 1 
ſaid, the Convocation Writs there have ſuffered ;, the 
Originals of which were all along inferred into thoſe 
Ads, but many of th:m are at preſent wanting 
there; of which I gave four Inſtances. And 1 
added, that, Of the King's Original Writs of Pro- 
rogation, which were likewiſe us d to be inſerted, but 
few are now left, as I remember ; few, I mean, in 
Compariſon of thoſe that are lofi, [ 2 Lett. p 11. 
c. 2. 

In 3 to this, firſt he produces a Certificate 
from the Deputy Regifter of Torł, where the 
Notary affirms, That be hath carefully Examin d 
the Originals, and doth not find that ANY of ibe 
King's Parliament Writs directed to any of the 
Archbiſhops arc ſow'd in the Books ————but - 
only One Parliament Writ dirrcted to the Guardians 
of the Spiritualties of tbe Archbiſhoprick, the See 
being then Vacant, | 1 Lett. p. 3.c.2.] And it is 
further 3 this Writer, that 4 Fair Tran- 
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ſcript of the WHOLE ACTS, ſince Tranſmitted, 
tales Notice only of this Writ to the Guardians, 
[ Ibid. p. 2. col. 1.] Is it ſo? Then, it ſeems, the 
Parliament Writ to the Archbiſhop in 1588, which 
was half torn out before, is now wholly loſt ; For I 
forbid my ſelf to think, that, if it ſtill remain'd in 


theſe Acts, either the Fair Tranſcript of the Whole, 


which he ſpeaks of, or the Regifter's ſolemn 
Atteftation, would have been perfectly ſilent con- 
cerning it. And yet ſomewhat more than two 
Years ago, I am ſure it was there, and this is a 
true Copy of what then remain'd of it. 


adviſamento & Aſſenſu Concillj n. 
amenium Noſtrum 
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pradif ſuper ditis Negotis « * « 
E editionemque dictorum Negotiorum di 
veſtræ Dioces quod ijdem Decanus & Ar 
Sufficiemem poteſtatem ab ipſis Capit « + 
Conſilii dicti rogni noſtri (diving favente 


| Canthere be a better proof of what J ſaid, con- 
cerning the Imbezling of Parliament Writs,ſew'd 
into rhele Acts, than the late loſs of this part 
of one of the Two only Writs of this kind, 
which remained there ? An Accident, that hath 
hapned within theſe two Years, even while the 
Controverſie about this Writ was depending, 
and the Importance of ſuch Entries was well un- 
derftood, may reaſonably be ſuppoſed to have 
| hapned frequently before, in the Courſe of 150 
Years, when no Diſpute being ſtarted about theſe 
Entries, it might not be thought of much Mo- 
ment to preſerve the Evidences of them. The 
Kecords of moſt Sees have ſuffer'd much, during 
this Period, by the Publick Troubles, aud other 
Accidents; had the Att Buok of Tort only the 
good Luck to eſcape theſe Diſaſters; to which, in 
the Preſent Article of Writs, whether Parliamen- 
tary, or Provincial, it was by reaſon of it's parti- 
cular Manner of inferting thoſe Writs, more ſub- 
Jett, Than any One ſuch Record in the King» 
m 


I ſpeak this, upon a ſuppoſition of the late 
Loſs of the VVrit of 1588, which I reckon my 
{elf hound in Decency to make, till I have as Au- 
thentick a Proof of its remaining there, as 1 think 
the Jotal Silence of the Cerrificate and 7ra»ſeript is, 
of its being now miſſing. Nor can I, till ſuch an 
Atte ſtation be given, regard the Inſinuation of 
this Writer, as if rhe Regiſter rock no notice of it, 
in his Certificate, becauſe he did not think it ought 
to be 4 Part of the Book : [Lett. 2. p. 2. col. 2. ] for 
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Notaries are bound to atteſt Records, as they ap- 
pear z and muſt not Omit any part of em, much 
leſs deny that it is to be found in thoſe Records, 
becauſe they think it doth not belong to em. This 
Parliament VYrit was ſow'd in to the York Acts, in 
like manner with all the Other Writs, and was 
as evidently a part of em, as they were. It was 
indeed, in the ſowing in, revers'd, as the Extra- 
Cer, cited by the Writer of the Letter, obſerves, 
i. e. it was turn'd upfide down, not purpoſely cut 
out, as my Author ſtrangely interprets that word; 
[ Ibid. col. 1. ] He knows beft, for what reaſon. 
Had the deſign been to Cancel this Writ, as not 
belonging to the Acts; twould have been much 
eaſter to unſow the whole, than to take off a 
part of it; eſpecially after the Manner it was done: 
For the very Form of what remain'd of it ſhew'd, 
that the Writ was not Cut, but by ſome other 
Accident Mangied. This Certificate therefore is 
ſo far from being full to bis purpoſe, as he diſcreet- 
ly boaſts, [ 1 L. p. 3. c. 2.] that if it be ful to that 
purpoſe, for which it was drawn, it affords One 
Inſtance of what I contend for, the preſent De- 
fect of the Tork Act Book, in the point of Writs 
there formerly enter'd; and I ſhall ſhew him 
preſently that it is as defective, in an hundred In- 
ftances of the ſame Nature. Theſe Gentlemen 
love mightily to deal in Certificates, tho they ſel- 
dom get any thing by em: Methinks, fince 
8 Tyllot's Atteſtation, they ſhould not be ſo fond 
of em! 

However, ſince they were reſoly'd upon this 
way of Proof, I muft take the Liberty to ſay, that 
they ſhould have manag'd it a little more warily ; 
and not have contriv'd their Certificates in ſuch a 
Form, as makes the Notary's look more like Par- 
ties, than bare Witneſſes in the Cauſe; the only 
Character, which properly belongs to them. Both 
Mr. Jyllot, and Mr. Empſon begin with a V/hereas, 
reciting at length a Patlage in a Printed Book ag 
and then direct their Arteftations ſo, as to contra- 
dict that Paſſage in Terms. It had been a more 
Modeſt, and a more Diſcreet part in them, if 
they had contented themſelves nakedly ro Attest 
the Matter of Fact, as it lay upon the Manuſcripts, 
which they conſulted; and had left the Uſe and 
Application of it to other Hands; whom an Im- 
mediate Compariſon, and Confronting of One Ac- 
count with Another, might much better have 
become. That is not the Bulineſs of Notaries, 
but Authors; and Mr. Hot therefore, and 
Mr. Empſon, have ftept out of their Characters, 
by attempting it; and, I muſt tell them, have 
added Nothing to the Weight of their Evidence, 
by the Indecent Manner in which they have pro- 
pos'd it. 


efore 
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Before 1 leave the Wen, 1 mention'd, I muſt 
obſerve to the Reader, how inconſiſtent my Late 
Correſpondent is in his Opinions concerning it. 
In his firſt Letter, he was of the mind, that 1 
did not appear, to whom it was directed; but proba- 
bly to the Arcbbiſhop, [p. 2. col. 1.] He forgets 
this, in his ſecond, and peremptorily ſays z "The 
Remains, ſhew it was dire led to the Archbiſhop then 
living, &c. [p. 2. col. 1. ] This Writ hath the 


firm'd concerning it; It is, and it is not in the 
Acts; it is, and it # not directed to the Archbi- 
ſhop. Which of theſe Aſſertions is true, I ſhall 
not determine. But I am ſure, One of em is 
falſe ;, and even a Certificate that ſhould Vouch 
for the Truth of Both, would not make me think 
Otherwiſe. 

As to the Other Parliament-Writ of 1588, all 
Parties are agreed, that it ſtands there at its full 
length; without being CurtaiFd, Avers d, or ha- 
ving any Ocher Mark of wy upon it. For 
fear this too ſhould be Lo 
Mortal) I will here inſert a Tranſcript ot it, ſuch 
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Lizabetha Dei gratia, &. Cuſtodibis Spiritu- 
alitar” Ebor ipſa ſede Vacante ſalutem. Ouia 
de Alviſamento & Aſſenſu Concilij noſtri pro quibuſ- 
dam Arduis & Urgentibus Negotiis Nos, Statum, © 
Deferſionem regni noſtri Angliæ © Eccleſiæ Angli- 
canæ concernenti us quoddam Parliamentum noſtrum 
apud Civitatem noſtram Weſtmr. 12 die Nov. prox. 
futur tenere ordinavimus, © ibidem cum Prelatys, 


agnatipuzs £5 Proogribus difti regni noſtri Collo- 
> un Vobis, in Fide © Di- 


mm hb 
letionc, quibus nobis renemſſi, firmiter injungendo 
Mandamus, quod, conſideratis dictorum Negotiorum 
Arduitate & Periculis imminentibus, ceſſante excu- 
ations quacunque, Pramoneatis Decanum © Ca- 
* 41 ArchieyTſcopanus Ebor” pradid”, ac 
4jaconos, totum que Clerum Dioc ejuſdem Ar- 
Maped, g, ijdem Decanius & Archidiaconi 
. propri is perfons ͤ ſuis, ac ditum Capitulum per 

A, idemque Cleraus per duos Procuratores idoneos, 
plenam & ſafficienem poteſtatem ab ipſis Capitulo G 
ero diviſim habentes, diftys die & loco. 
ſonaliter interſint, ad Conſenticndum hiis quæ 
3, 4 thnc tbidem de Commmi Confilio icti regni noftri. 
diving favente Clementia, contigerint ordinari. Et 
boc, ficut Nos, © Honorem noſtrum, ac Salvationem 


* N Defenſionem Regui, © Eccleſiæ Anglicana præ- 
* Expeditionemque dictor negotior diligits, 
| us omittatis. I. Mei"ſa apud Weſtm. 
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odd Fate to have ſeveral Contradictory things at- 
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It is ſew'd in, juft after the Weit for that Con- 
vocation, which was ſummou'd with this Parlia- 
ment, and juft before the Writ which ptorogues 
that Convocation anticedentiy to its fitting, trom 
November 14. to February 5, The Entry of tiris 
Writ in the Acts, and the placing it thus between 
two Convocation-Writs, (eſpecially if we con! « 
der, that the Cuſtome of Entring ſuch Writs, was 
the ſame in the Other Province) makes it mani» 
feft, that the Convocation was ſome ways concern'd 
in it, The Writer of the Letter denies this, 
L. 2. p. 2. c. 1. ] and is poſitive, that it had not 
any Proper Relation to the Convocation-Ads, | Thid, 
col. 2. } Doth ke give any Reaſon for his Perem- 
torineſs? None in the World! Bur the Author 
of the Caſe of the Pramunientes, conſider d, has of- 
ter d one; he ſays, this, and the Other Parlia- 
ment-Writ of 1584, were put there to preſerve em 
from being lost, | p. 18. col. 2.] But why ſhould 
the Convocation- Aits be particularly pitch'd on to 
this purpoſe * The Regiſter of the Dean and 
Chapter, during the Vacancy of the See, was the 
Proper Place to have preſerv'd ſuch Writs in; for 
there they ought regularly, and in Courſe to be 
enterd ; Beides, how came the Writ into the 
Hands of the Regiſter of Convocation, which be- 
ing directed to the Dean and Chapter, the Guar- 
dians of the Spiritualties, was properly to be lodg- 
ed with their Officer; and muſt have been tran 
mitted, by their Order, into Convocation, before 
it could be Entered in the Acts of it. 

Theſe are ſuch Poor Shifts, az no Men would 
make uſe of, who were not driven to Extremities. 
Nor would the Writers even of that Side, have 
taken up with them, had they known, when they 
wrote laſt, that there were ſo many Inftances of the 
Entry of Like Writs in the Convocat. Records of 
the Other Province, capable of being clearly made 
out, in the Notarial Way, and incapable of being 
in this manner accounted for. The Precedents al- 
ready produced from the Canterbury Extratts, 
ſhew, that ſuch Writs do not appear upon the 
York-Ats by chance, and that theſe Gentlemen 
Trifle egregiouſly, when they pretend to offer 
ſuch a ſolution. 

There is one Remark which ariſes from the 
Frame and Tenor of this Writ, and which th 
Reader will excuſe me, it I ſuggeſt to him, tho 
it be not directly within the compaſs of my Ar- 
gument. The Writ, tho' directed to the Guar- 
dians of the Spiritualties, commands not then 
(as ſuch) to appear at the Parliament, which, of 
old, it did always; but only to call up the Clergy 
of the Dioceſs thither, whom the Biſhop was us'd 
to Premomiſh; and whoſe Attendance on Parlia- 
ment was thought to be ſo requiſite, that, even 
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when there was no Biſhop, yet a Writ ifſu'd, on 
purpoſe to Premoniſh them. Nor was this a ſin- 
gular Caſe, upon ſome extraordinary Juncture; 
but like Writs ifſu'd, in like Caſes, throughout all 
Queen Elizabeth's, and King Fames I. Reigns: 
for ſo far IT have expreſly tracd the Prattiſe 
Than which there cannot be a more convincing 
Evidence of the great Streſs our Conftitution 
laid upon the Præmunientes; which did not iſſue 


merely as a formal Appendage, or concomitant 


Clauſe annexed by Cuftom to the Biſhop's Writ 
of Parliament: For, in all theſe Caſes, the Clauſe 
it ſelf was the Vrit; that is, the Wrir went out 
your for the ſake of the Clauſe, not the Clauſe 

r the ſake of the Writ ; as a late Writer hath 
confidently ventur'd to pronounce, without either 
Truth, Law, or Reaſon. 

Well, The Entry of the two Parliament-Writs 
in the Book of Tork being clear'd, it follows, That 
the regular Ufage of that Province, was, to En- 
ter them; tho', through neglect, it might be o- 
mitted oftentimes, and the Original Writs, thus 
ſowed in, might be eaſily afterwards Imbezeled. 
I urg'd, That the like Fate had attended the Con- 
vocation Writs themſelves, and mention d Four 
Inſtances, wherein they were now wanting. My 
Aniwerer acknowledges the want of thele ; but 
ſays, He dotb not miſs above One or Two more there. 
[ Lett. 2. p. 3. c. 1, 2.] And yet he writes, it 
ſeems with a fair and entire Tranſcript of thoſe 
Acts before him. I want that Advantage; but 
by the help of my Notes, will venture to ask 
him, Whether the Writ for Summoning the 
Convocation, which was call'd to meet en Ja- 
2147) 31. 1544. tho' afterwards put off, doth ap- 
pear there ? The like Queſtion I ask, fur the 
Convocations, ſummoned to aſſemble on April 3. 

15 54. Nov. 13. 1554. Octob. 22. 1555. Jan. 21. 
1557. Feb. 13. 1623. Nov: 4. 1640. I verily be- 
lieve, tho' 1 cannot be ſure, that not One of 
theſe Summoning Writs appear there; and if ſo, 
the O1 iginal-Writs for at leaſt Eleven Convoca- 
tions are now loft out of that Book, or were ne- 
ver inſerted. And I have ſome Reaſon to ſuſpect, 
that the Caſe might be the ſame as to the Con- 
vocations which were to meet on Feb. 7. 1625. 
2nd on March 18. 1627, tho' my Extratts are 
rot expreſs enough to Enable me to build any 
thing certain upon them. He will tell me, moſt 
of theſe Convocations did nothing; ſo no Ads 
wer- drawn, and no Writs were enter'd. But 
that is not the Point: for tho' they did little or 
nothing, yet, when the Writ iſſu'd, it was to be 

gnter'd; and was accordingly enter'd in other 

Caſes, even when nothing was done.. So that 
dis account of the Number of Convocation Writs 
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now wanting, is utterly falſe ; an Fis, much falſer, 
1 believe, that I at this diſtancè can prove it. 
But as to the Writs of Prorogazion, he him- 
ſelf hath put me in a way of diſproving his 
Account of them. For whereas I had ſaid - 
Few of them are now left, as I remember; few, J 
mean, in Compariſon of thoſe that are loſt. | Lett. 2. 
p. 11, col. 2, ] he replies, That there are above 40 
Writs of Prorogation there — and tho SOME FEW 
are ſtill waniing, yet I hope theſe are enough to 
ew, that thoſe which are leſs, are not, as you ſay, 
upon Memory, jew in Compariſon of thoſe that are 
loſt, [Lett. 2. p. 3. c. 1-] Now, fince the ear- 
lieſt Date of the Tork Acts to this day, the Par- 
liament hath been Prorogued, as I take it, about 
Eightſcore times, to ſpeak at the loweſt; and 
conſequently, the Convocation at Tork, as often: 
and therefore, if about 40 Writs of Prorogation 
only remain there, then is there little more tlian 
a fourth part left of the number. With what 
Conſcience could this Writer aſſert, That FEIV 
of them only were wanting, or reprove me for 
aying, that thoſe which are left are Few in Com- 
pariſon of thoſe that are loſt? Could either I have 
ſpoken more Juſtly, or He more Untruly ? 
The Sum of all is, That, if ſo many Royal 
Writs of Convocation and Prorogation (and .I 
might add, of Diſſolution too) are dropt out of 
thole Acts, or were never ſew'd in to them, what 
hinders but that we may conclude, the like Ac- 
tidents to have befallen the Parliament Writs 
allo? So that tho' now but two of them appear 
there, yet from thoſe two we may learn what the 
Praiſe was, as ſurely as if there wereTwenty ; eſpe- 
cially, if we take in the concurrent Evidences of 
the like Practiſe in the Province of Canterbury. 
And theſe Omiſhons in the York Book, as to the 
Parliament Writ, the Writer himſelf has help'd 
us to account for; where he obſerves, that the 
Archbiſhop of York carried up his Writ with him 
often to Parliament, A new Archbiſhop perhaps 
generally did ſo, in the firſt Parliament wherein 
he ſat; tho' in other Caſes, I ſuppoſe, then, as 
ſince, he uſually left it behind him. But when he 
did not, the Actuary of that Province, never ma- 
king his Entry of ſuch Writs by a tranſcript, but 
inſerting, the Originals only, muſt conſequently 
have amitted to Enter ſuch VVrits, when the 
Originals themſelves were not left in his Hands. 
However, this was a mere Omiſhon of the Attu- 
ary, Who ought always to have Copy'd both the 
King's VVrits for the Parliament, and Convooa- 
tion; and (I ſuppoſe, the Gentleman, I am en- 
gag d with, will ſay) the Archbiſhop's Mandate 
too, whereby he Executed the latter; and yet 
from the beginning to the end of the _ 
ere 
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there is nat Oge ſuch Archiepiſcopal Mandate 
now to be ſeen. Nay, if Sewing in be not Entring, 
as my captious Correſpondent tells me, ¶ Lett. i. 
p. 1. c. 1. ] then by his own Confeſſion, the rork 
Actuaries have not Entred any one VVrit, or In- 
ſtrument of any ſort, in the Books of Convocation, 
to point out to us the Authority by which it was 
call'd and held; which is a much greater neglect 
than I, who allow the Sewing in of an Original 
VVrit to be a good Entry of it, am willing to im- 
pute to them. 

1 have conſider'd every thing that deſerves a 
Reflection, either in the two Letters, or the Caſe 
of the Præmunientes, as far as the preſent Argu- 
ment is concern'd in itz and muſt now, upon 
the whole, appeal to you, whether the Inſtances 
produc'd, are not ſuch, as that we may learn from 
thence, what the Pratiſe of either Province was, 
in Reference to the Entry of Parliament VVrits 
in the Journals of Convocation 3 and very pro- 
bably Collect, that it was the general and con- 
ftant Practiſe ſo to Enter them; tho' the Poor 
Remains we have of Convocation Records, will 
not ſuffer ſuch a compleat Proof, otherwiſe then 
by way of Inference, to be now made out. 

There is ſtill another Branch of my Task behind, 
which is, to juſtifie what I wiote to you in the Poſt- 
ſcript of my Second Letter, about the Clauſe in the 
Archbiſhop”'s Mandate, and Mr. Tylot's Atteſt ation 
concerning it. That I may let this Matter in a 
clear Light, I will take it from the very begin- 
ning, and give an account of the ſeveral ſteps that 
have ſucceſſively been made in it. 

Dr. Kennet, in his Occaſional Letter, Pag. 55. 
had, againſt the Lower Houſes Right to Adjourn it 
ſelf, produc'd this Clauſe from the Archbiſhop's 
Mandate; Compareant coram nobis (dicto die) cum 
Continuatione & Prorogatione Dierum ex tunc ſe- 
quentium, © Locoram, ſi oporteat; and had there 
Cited for it Two Mandates; one, in 1642. from 
the Upper Houſe Journal of that year; and ano- 
ther in 1562. from GrindaPs Regiſter, while Bi- 
ſhop of London: Upon this, the Vindicater of 
the Lower Houſe told him, - That theſe Words 
carry no ſuch Senſe in them—— as be might have 
known, from ſeveral Forms of that very Man- 


date he vouches ; wherein we find the Cathe- 


* dral and Dioceſan Clergy commanded by the 
** Archbiſhop to appear per /ufficientes Procuratores 


Hlabentes in ea parte Authoritatem, Poteſtatem, & 


Mandatum ſufficiens Continuationi & Prorogationi 
Dierum ex tunc ſequentium & Locorum, ſi oporteat, 
conſentiendi— And then follows the Paſſage, 
* Compareant coram Nobis, &c. which Dr. Kennet 
e tranlcribes*, [P. L. H. p. 4. c. 2. ] bf ſe- 
veral Forms of tba very Mandate he vouches, the 


Vindicator cannot be imazin'd to intend ſeveral 
Forms of one and the ſame Individual Mandate : 
both becauſe Dr. Kennet vouch'd more than One 
Mandate to this purpoſe, and becauſe he that 
knows leaſt of theſe Matters cannot be ignorant, 
that there are never any different Forms of the 
ſame individual Mandate; which iſſues once for 
all from the Archbiſhop to the Dean of the Pro- 
vince, and is by him Copy'd, and Tranſmitted to 
the ſeveral Suffragans. All then the Viadicator 
could poſſibly mean, was, That there were ſeve- 
ral Forms of the Archiepiicopal Mandate for Sum- 


moning the Convocation, where the Words cited 


by Dr. Kennet are immediately introduc'd by 
thoſe which the Vindicator there produces, and 
thinks an Authentick and Unqu=tionable Expli- 
cation of the other. His reaſon tor ſappoling 
Dr. Kennet not unacquainted with this matter, 
was, becauſe in thoſe very Regiſters of the Bi- 
ſhop of London, from whence the Doctor takes 
One of his Mandates, there are Others, at no 
great diſtance of time, Enter'd, with the Clauſe 
exattly in Terminis, as the Vindicator repreſents 
it. And the Mandates in thoſe Regiſters are ſo 
few within the compaſs of time, to which the 
Dates of the Firſt Form refer'd to by Dr. Ken- 
net, and of thoſe which the Vindicator means, ex- 
tend, that it was not eaſie, upon a ſearch into 
thoſe Books, to overlook any One of them; eſ- 
pecially not thoſe in the Regiſter of Tonſtal, 
which were of more Confideration than all the 
reſt; and one of which had been a remarkable 
Subject of Debate in the Book of the Rights , 
Powers, and Priviledges of an Engliſh Convocation ; 
a Book which Dr. Xennet had undertaken parti- 
cularly to examine, Theſe Grounds the Vindi- 
cator had to believe that Dr. Rennet had (een 
ſuch Mandates: however, he contented himſelt 
to ſay, That the Doctor might bave known the 
Senſe of the Clauſe from them; and to affirm of 
himſelf, that he had entirely and fairly cited tbem. 
In which there is no Syllable but what is ſtrictly 
True; nor any remote Implication, but whac 
there were ſtrong appearances to juſtifie. 


The Author of the Archbiſhop's Sole Power of ke 


Proroguing, ſaw, that, if this Aſſertion from the 
Mandates ſtood good, their Cauſe was loft, and 
therefore took pains to repreſent it as an Im 
ſture. He ſays, [ p.19. ] He bath examin'd the two 
Mandates to which the Doctor refers, and finds the 


Vindicator had never deny'd. 
he proceeded to conſult great Numbers of Mandate 


in the Acts of Convocation, and in the Regiſters 4 


DOCTORS COMMONS, and could not 


8 


Hoy 


£4 
2 


* 4 | fea 


Paſſage entirely and fairly cited by bim; which tn © 


He adds, 3 14 


hn 


Qs 


fu 


; 


* 
* 


tl nal 


nd the 
leaft fogtſtep of the Paſſage cited, in any o them; lob 


of * few of 40, y lara rn OV AS -le of 1 2 4 S | mn 1 


(15) 


Upon the pernſal of all theſe Forms, and Ads, 


he at laſt concludes, that it js not poſſible that the 
' Mandate ſhould ſpeak in this manner, [Pag. 20. ] 
ond reaſons upon the Clauſe, to ſhew, it was Non- 
ſenſe, and not only an Impoſture, but an Abſurd 
one. Not contented with this, he procures an 
Atteſtation under the Hand of a Publick Notary, 
who witneſſes, that he hath view'd ſeventy Man- 
dates recorded in the Regiſters of the Archbiſhop 
of Canterbury, and can * one ſingle Mandate 
eontaining any ſuch Clauſe — and with this he 
adorns the Frontiſpiece of his Book. Would not 
any Man, who rely'd on this Author's Credit, 
have concluded it now certain, that there 
was not 4 ſingle Mandaze of this kind in «ll the 
Regiſters at Doctors Commons, or at leaſt, that 
be had not ſeen it? And yet, I had good reaſon 
to be perſwaded otherwiſez and therefore ad- 
dreſs'd my ſelf to you in my Poſtſcript, after the 
following manner. Would you believe now, Sir, 
that in the very Regiſters of the Archbiſhop, to which 
this Atteſtation refers, there ſhould be more then 
One Mandate, with this very Clauſe in it, worded 
exaly as it is cited n a Paper about the Power 
of the Lower Houſe of Convocation to Adjourn 
it ſelf? And yet Fame ſays, that ſuch Mandates 
' "there are in thoſe very Regiſters 5 and there is 
ground to believe, that 1he Editor of the Book a- 
bout the Archbiſhop's SOLE POWER, was not 
wholly a ſtranger to them, at the moment be pub- 
'Tiſh'd Mr. Tyllot's Atteſtation. However, Certain 
it is, That he hath fince been convinc'd in this re- 
ſpe; and yet hath ſuffer'd that Atteftation to im- 
poſe upon the world now for fix Wecks together, 
without Recanting, Qualifying, or Explaining it. 
Two Things there are in this Poſtſcript, One 
effirm'd as certain, that the Author knew of ſuch 
a Mandate, without OwNing it; the Other, of- 
Fr'd only from Common Report, that ſuch Man- 
dates were to be found in the very Regiſters of 
the Archbiſhop. As to the firſt of theſe Charges, 
'he finds himſelf detected, and therefore confeſſes 
it; owns, that, when the Atteſtation was publiſb'd, 
te knew of One, and bus One, ſuch Form of a Man- 
date, | Caſe of the Pramunientes, pag. 26. col. 2.] 
[Lett. 2. pag. 6. col. 2. ] Did he ſo? How came 
he then to conceal tiiis Mandate from the Pnblick 
Notary, and to let him vouch only for the 
Seventy ? Tf the Author knew it, when the At- 
r-ftation was publiſb'd, nay, perhaps, when it was 
Drawn, and Dated, Why was not the Atteſter 
himſelf ſuffer d to know it too? Why was he 
a!low't and encouragt to lay, that he could not 
find one ſingle Mandate with ſuch a Clauſe in it, 
when the only reaſon why he could not find it 
was, becauſe he. was not directed to look. where 


it was to be found? In God's Name, what deali 
is this? what Common Honeſty? what Fairneſ; 
is there in it? to call in a Sworn Officer, ſolemnly 


to Atteſt one part of an Account; and at the 
ſame time hide another part of it from him, 
which directly contradicts his Atteſtation ? and 

which muſt have made him forſworn, if he had 

known it? Is this the Uſe of Publick Notaries, to 
lend their Character ſolemnly to Vouch juſt ſo ® 
much Truth as ſerves for the purpoſe of thoſe that 
enwloy them? The Notary indeed is blameleſs in 


this Caſe, becauſe he Witneſſes as far as he is 


permitted to know: but he who manages him at 
this rate, deſerves a Name, which it becomes not 


me to beitow on him. Will it be faid, that the 
Notary was call'd in to Atteſt only what was 
Recorded in the Regiſters of the Archbiſhop of 
Canterbury ? This will not mend the matter. 
For pray why was he ſo confin'd ? I: was eaſſer 
for Mr. Dot to have view'd the Biſhop of Lon- 


don's Regiſters, than the Archbiſhops. Both were 1 
then equally out of his keeping: but thoſe of the 


Biſhop of London lay hard by his Office, within 


a very few doors of him; whereas, in order to 


Search thoſe of the Archbiſhop, he was oblig'd 
to go from Doctors Commons to Lambeth, After 
all, the Atteſt ation it ſelf diſcovers, That Mr. Bi- 


lot was actually ſent to the Biſhop of Londons 4 


Regiſters on this occaſion; for he certifies, that 
he had carefully examin'd the Mandate of 156:. 
in Grindal's Regiſter, while Biſhop of 
When he was Examining that, where the Claus 


was not, why was he not ſuffer'd to Examine the 


Mandate of 1522, or 1529. where it was? and 
was known to be, in One of them, as the Au- 
thor himſelf confeſſes? Why was Mr. Blot de- 
termin'd only to examine the Inſtrument of 1562. 
in Grindall, and not directed to turn back to the 


Form in Tonſtall; and to Atteſt the Tenor ef 
that alſo? After ſo painful a Review as he had 


made of Seventy Mandates, in the Archbiſhop's 
Regiſtry, it had been no great addition to his 
Trouble, to have deſir'd him, when he was a- 


mong, the Biſhop of Zondon's Books, to compare A 
One Inftrument more there, which was worth all 
the Seventy he had already conſider d. It was 


worth them all, and would have ſpoilt them all; 
and therefore he was not allow'd to conſider it. 
He would then have had'no room to ſay, that he 
COULD FIND no SINGLE Mandate contain- 


ing any ſuck Clauſe, and unleſs he had ſaid that, 
he had ſaid nothing. 


tion. 
Again, obſerve this Author's Expreihon ; He 
denies not, that, when. the Atteſtation was pub- 
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It was convenient to keep 
him in the dark, or elſe they had loſt his Atteſta- 
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tid, he knew of more than ONE Mandate, but 


only that he knew of more than One FORM 0 fs 


* MANDATE. [ Lett. 2. pag. 7. col. 1.] | Caſe of 
BZ Premun. pag. 26. col. 1. ] If there be any Em- 


hafis in this Expreſſion, as there is, I ſuppoſe, be- 
cauſe he keeps to it ftrittly, the leaſt it can mean, 
is, that he had notice of the ſame Mandate from 
more Regiſters than One, and could not there- 
fore any ways doubt, whether it were of Aurho- 
rity, and rightly Enter'd ? Should not Oneatleaft 
of thoſe Notaries, who belong'd to theſe diffe- 
rent Regiſters, have been call'd upon to give an 
account of the Contents of em? Theſe Gentle- 


= men, can, upon occaſion, we find, fetch up Cer- 
XX rificates from Tork, when they have a Turn to 
ſerye by em. And for the ſame Reaſon can drop 
em nearer home, when it is not convenient, 
* (tho' it be never ſo juſt and reaſonable) to pro- 


duce them. There is no pothble Palliation, or 


Z Excuſe to be made for this Practice, which every 


Reader will not at firſt tight ſee through, and 
reckon only as a new Inſtance of the Dilingenui- 
ty of him that uſes it. 

But this is not all; for after the Atteſtat ion, the 
Publiſhcr of it makes ſome Remarks upon it. Why 
doth not e himſelf, there at leaft, fairly and O- 
penly acknowledge, that One ſuch Mandate was 
then come to his Hands? He hath the Confidence 
to ſay, that he hath done ſo; that he there Ci. e. in 
thoſe Remarks] ſpeaks of it, as hapning upon a re- 
markable Conteſi between the Metropolitical and Le- 
gatin Authority; and affirmins that a Particular Ac: 
count thereof was then undertaken by another Hand - 
[Przm. p. 26. c. 2.] Bet there never was a 
greater Prevarication than theſe Words of his 
contain: for in all he there ſays, he is ſo far ſrom 


owning or implying himſelt actualh to bave ſeen 


ſuch Mandate, that no Man Living, who reads bis 
words, would apprehend that he had ſeen it: I 
will give them the Reader entirely, as they lie 
there. After ſaying, That Dr. Kennet's Citation 
was fair and Entire, and that no ſuch Clauſe belongs 
tothe Archbiſhop's Mandate He adds 
THO' therefore the WRITER of the ANSWER, 
or any OTHER PERSON SHOULD, in the Com- 
paſs of 400 Tears, produce one Mandate with SOME 
SUCH Clauſe, upon an Extraordinary Occaſion, that 
may naturally account for it (any remarkable Conteſt, 
for inſtance, between the Papal and Metropolitical 
Authority) ſuch 4 Mandate will be very far from Fu- 
ftifying by Afertions and Suggeſtions on this Head, 
or affecting the Legal and Ordinary Power of the 
Arctbiſnop; as will in a little time be thewn more at 
large. And then he proceeds—-I6 we SUPPOSE 
fur cher, ( the foregoing Certificate ſorbids ſuch 
4 Supp.,4.0n) that this Clauſe were ordinavily io be 


met with, in the Manydit:s, &c. Is there a Letter 
here Confeſſiing, or Hinting, that He himſelf had 
lit upon a Mandate with ſuch a Clauſe? Hath he 
not contriv'd his words pur poſely ſo as to intinuate 
that he had never met with any ſuch thing ? Do 
they not run all upon It's and THO's, and upon 


a SUPPOSITION,, that he would have us be- 


lieve is Groundleſs and Unneceſſary, at the very 
time that he makes it? and thrown in only as an 
Extravagant Conceſſion, which, if it ſhould be als 
lowed, yet would do the Cauſe no difervice ? 
Do's not this Suppoſition refer altogether to what 
the WRITER of the ANSWER, or ſome O. 
THER PERSON, he knows not Who, or when, 
or by what means, ſhonld produce? Is there a 
Word in it of what He himſelf, could produce at 
that moment? His Expreſſions indeed are ſo con- 
triv'd, that if he were found out, and tax'd for 
concealing his knowledge in this reſpect, he 
might take retuge in 'em, and pretend, that they 
imply'd it; but ſo, as at the ſame time to cover 
his Knowledge of it for the preſent; and, if no 
ſuch Mandate were brought to light afterwards 
by his Adverſary, to leave room to deny it. Tis 
true, One, who was already acquainted with the 
Date and Circumſtances of this Inſtrument, might 
gueſs that he had probably got ſome Hind of it: 
but Other Readers, whom his words were intend- 
ed to miſlead, would never have ſuſpected it; 
And to thole therefore I appeal, whether, upon 
reading em, they were under any Apprehenſion, 
that the Writer had really ſeen a Mandate ſo 


worded. So far was this from being the Caſe, 


that for ſome time after his Book came out, the 
Univerſal Cry of the Town was, That the Pre- 
tence of ſuch a Mandate was a meer Forgery, 
and that no One Inſtance could be given of it; 
till the Author of the Aſſertion aſſur'd all his 
Friends, that it was Real, and ihould in due time 
be fully prov'd. And then, I ſuppoſe, when it 
was found, that the Deceit would not paſs any 
longer, his Fellow Labourer was put upon ac- 
knowledging the Mandate, in the Book he ſpeaks 
of, and upon endeavouring to account for it: for 
with this Scheme the Circumftance of Time he 
mentions, nicely agrees. Obſerve the Tender- 
neſs with which he makes the Suppoſition, and 
the Leſſening Circumſtances under which he diſ- 
guiſes the Truth of it Should the Writer of 
the Anſwer, or any Other Perſon, in the Compaſs of 
Four Hundred Tears, produse one Mandate, with 
SOME SUCH. C1:uſe, i. e. with a Clauſe ſome- 
thing like, or NEAR that which had been alledg- 
ed; not ſuppoſing it even poſſible, that a Clauſe 
ſhould- be produc'd which was Litterally the ſame 
with it. And yet He himſelf had, when theſe. 
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"Words fell from his Pen, view'd One Mandate at 
leaft, witha Clauſe, not varying ina Tittle from 
that which had been cited; and which ifſu'd with- 
in the Compaſs of leſs than 180 Years from the 
Time at which he wrote. 

Upon the whole, I do publickly charge him on 
this Head, with a very Groſs and Wilful Prevarzca- 
on (which is the ſofteſt Name, I can allow my 
{elf to beſtow upon it); and do call upon him ei- 

ther to diſprove this Charge as publickly, or to 
Own it. 

There is One Circumſtance of his account, that 
muſt not be forgotten. In the 19th Page of his 
Book, he ſays, Iproceeded to conſt 9 7 Numbers 
of Mandates, botb in the As Con voca- 
tion, and in the Regiſters at Doctors- Commons; 
and in none CAN I FIND the leaſt Footſtep of 
that Paſſage, which this Author ſo Confidently avers, 
&c. By the Ad of Convocation, he muſt mean, 
thoſe enter'd in rhe Archbiſhop's Regiſters 3 All 
which were at that time, and are ſtil}, I ſuppoſe, 
at Lambeth: By the Regiſters at Doctors Commons, 
thoſe of the Biſhop of London, There, at the 
ſame time, kept. And in none of theſe he could 
find the leaſt Footſtep of that Paſſage Very 
ftrange ! When there were Two Mandates in 
thoſe Regiſters, that had it Entirely; One of em 
but Thirty three, the Other not forty Years El- 
der than that of Grindal, to which he refers. 

I hope he did not conſult the Acts of Conveea- 
tion in the Archbiſhop's Regiſters, as careleſſy; 
if he did, we may ſtill hope to find ſome of theſe 
Mandates there, notwithſtanding he and his No- 
tary could not find any. Well, Let us ſuppoſe him 
to have overlook'd theſe two Mandates, in the 
great Numbers he conſulted at Doctors Commons; 
and to have been perfectly ignorant of them when 
he wrote the 19th Page of his Book, (tho' even 
that Suppoſition is not to his Advantage ; ) yet, 
ere he publiſh'd it, he now owns, that he had 
got the ſight of One ſuch Form: Did he confeſs it 


then? and direct us to the Book, and Folio, where 


it was to be found? Nothing like it! tho' he had 
tax'd me, (Pag. 20.) as ating an unfair part, in 
not making diſtinit References to the Mandates I 


ſpoke of. What part did He Act then, who not 


only made no diſt ind Reference io the Mandate, but 
expreſs'd himſelf purpoſely ſo, as to create an 
Apprehenſion in his Reader, that he had not ſeen 
it? Nay, he endeavours even to conceal from 
them, that he had ever at all ſearch'd the Biſhop 
of London's Regiſtry, by himlelt, or by any other, 
which before he had expretly own'd. For, in his 
Remarks on the Certificate, thus he ſpeaks; The 


Farms upon which I grounded my Aſſertion in the 191b 


* 
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Page, are the ſame with theſe, to which the Notary 
refers, Now the gNotary refers only to Seventy 
Mandates in tbe Regifters of the Archbiſhop of Can- 
terbury, and to One in the Regiſter of Grindal, 


while Biſhop of London— And the Author of the 
Book would have it believ'd, that his Forms 


were the very ſame with theſe; tho' he had told 
us elſew here, that he conſulted great numbers of 
Mandates both in the Acts of Convocation, Ci. e. 
the Archbiſhop's Books] and in the Regiſters of 
Doctors Commons, i. e. thoſe of the Biſhop of Lon- 
don, For this fly Management, he had more than 
one Reaſon ; It was not for his Reputation to be 
thought to have conſulted the Biſhop of London's 
Regiſtry, and to have overlook'd what was ſo 
plainly Enter'd there; nor was it convenient for 
his Cauſe, to put People in mind of a Repoſitory, 
where the Evidence againft him was lodg'd, and 
where he ſtill hop'd it might ſleep peaceably, with- 
out being obſerv'd. As to the Author of the Power 
of the Lower Houſe, &c, he imagin'd Him only to 
have got ſome Extratt trom a Mandate at large, 
without knowing of what Date it was, or where 
to trace it; becauſe that Author had cited it at 
large only, without a Reference to the Time, and 
the Book to which it belong d. And 'twas con- 
cluded, that he would certainly have been thus 
particular, had he been inform'd of the Circum- 
ſtances of it: But this Conjecture was Wrong, and 
his Management upon it much Worſe; For he 
himſelf hath given us Light enough to ſee through 
all his falſe Gloſſes and Colours, even while he is 
laying them on; and I have made uſe of that Light 
alone, without recourſe to Secret Hiſtory, and 
without Arguing from any thing but his own Con- 
ceiſions and Acknowledgments. I have taken, what 
he affirms upon the word of a Chriſtian, to be true, 
That, at the publiſhing of his Book, he knew but of 
One Mandate: 1 have conſider'd how his Know- 
ledge of it conſiſted with what he ſaid in that 
Book, and never fince Retratted, Qualify'd, or 
Explain'd ; And it appears at laſt, That every Step 
he hath taken, every Evaſion he hath employ'd, 
to conceal his Deceit, have tended only to diſcover 
it more fully, and to plunge him more deeply 
in the Guilt of it. I conclude this Head with the 
Reflexion of Ricberius, on Pope Pius's Conduct, 
in his Apologizing Leiter to the Univerſity of Colen. 
Profectò ipſa Veritas, quanto majore artificio, & con- 
tent ione animi bic obtegitur, magis ſeſe prodit; 
eaque ſumma eſt ipſius Prerogativa, ut ab illis ipſis 
qui eam amplecti detrectant, aut implicare conantur, 
in libertatem aſſeratur , atque in hominum oculis 
aperte exponatur. 
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ſhop, you 


know, Sir, 1 am far from affirming it. Theſe 
ate my Words, Fame ſays, that ſuch Mandates 
there are in thoſe very Regiſters. And did not 


X © are, or ever were any ſuch Mandates there.” 
I do not doubt what he ſays, to be true, as to 
his own Nrowledge, or Belief. However, by 
3 Experience I have learnt, That he is not ſuch a 
careful Conſulter of Regiſters, but that there ma 
de Forms in them which he doth not know of; 
And therefore, in that Point, I ſhall ſuſpend my 
2X Belief, till thoſe Regiſters are laid open to pub- 
lick View, and I have Opportunities of Exami- 
ning them. He objects, That, had I ſuſpected 
3 their being there, I might caſily have made my ſelf, 
or a Friend, an —_— of it; and that I ought 
ſo to have done, | Caſe of the Premunientes, p. 27. 
C. 1.] But I am not of his Opinion; and I will 
= give him my Reaſon for it. Dr. 4 had 
conſulted thoſe Regiſters at Lambeth twice, upon 
other Occaſions; and had, the laſt time, been 
us'd, as I have heard him own, very Civilly and 
Kindly: ſo as to be no ways apprehenſive, that 
his Applications in that point had given any Of- 
fence. And yet, when the Book about the Arch- 
biſhop's Sole Power came out, as it did ſoon af- 
= terwards, he found the Caſe to be otherwiſe z 
fer there he is pointed at, as a Warm Member, 
on this very account. The Publiſher of the Nar- 
rative had excus'd himſelf ( Append. pag. 19.) 
for not offering Evidence from the Archbiſhop's 
2X Regiſters, becauſe they lay at Lambezh, and could 
not be perus'd, without giving Trouble to is Graces 
| Domeſticks. To which that Writer replys, That 
bad not thoſe Regiſters been known to be oppoſite to 
their New Scheme, ſome of the Warmer Members 
would have run the hazard rather of the Civility 


of bis Grace's Domeſticks, than the Cauſes ſuffer- 
5 for want of aſſiſtance from thence. L Pa 15 
This I took to be no zviting Character, but 
plac'd there on purpoſe to Diſcourage any future 
Applications of the fame kind; and therefore I 
deſiſted from em. Let me tell that Gentleman 
however, (with ſome of the Vurmib perhaps 
which he objects, but which the Occaſion now 
juſtifies) that an Honeſt Heat in a good Cauſe is 


much more excuſeable than #ypocriſie in a' bad 


one: of which I take him here to be guilty, in a 
very high Degree, when he pretends to atfirm, 
That the Regiſters are free to be conſulted by any 
Scholar; and at the ſame time fixes a Name of 
Keproach on thoſe who Conſult em. I had rea- 
ſon from hence to conclude ; That the next 
Member, who ſhould have come upon that Er- 
rand, would have been repreſented, not only, 
as Warm, but as Sawcy, and Impudent roo, (in the 
dirty Phraſe of a certain Friend of his;) and he 
will forgive me therefore, if I did not care to 
make the Experiment. As then I had no rea- 
ſon to diftruſt a Report, which came from his 
Own Quarter; ſo had I no proper way left, if 1 
had doubted, of ſatisfying my ſelf in it; which 
could not have been done, without examining all 


- thoſe large Volumes that lie at Lambeth, One 


by One: and I fear, that, as Matters now ſtand, 
before I had gone through half ſuch a Work, his 
Grace s Domeſticks would have thought me very 
troubleſome. All I had to do, was to repreſent 
that Matter as a Report only, but not as a Cer- 
tainty; and ſo 1 did, expreſly diftinguiſhing be- 


tween what Fame ſaid, and what I my (elf af- 


firm'd in the following Words. — However, Cer- 
tain it is, that he hath ſince been convinced in this 
reſpect, that is, that there are ſuch Mandates 
ſome where or other; Tho' the Stater of the 
Caſe of the Præmunientes (who is a Writer, 
that neither knows, nor cares what he ſays) 
makes me to affirm the Former of theſe, as well 
as the latter. [ See Pag. 19. c. 2.] For this Affir- 
mation alone am I reſponſible z and the Aﬀerter 
of the Archbiſhop's Sole Power hath himſelf fuf- - 
ficiently juſtify'd me in it: For he now owns his 
Knowledge of Iwo ſuch Mandates: (who knows 
but that Time, and further Searches, may bring 
out more?) Theſe indeed, he ſays, Are eaſie to 


be accounted for, upon a Conteſt between the Me- 


tropolitan and Legat. When he, or his Friend, 


have try'd their Skill this way, they ſhall hear - 


from me further. Our Debate at preſent is, 
not about a a Matter of Right, but a Matter of 
Fact; in which, I hope, I have thoroughly ap- 


proved my ſelf to the Opinion of every fair un- 
F. pre judicd 


* 5 


- 1 


it was abſolutely Neceſſary, in order to clear 


my own Integrity, and to detect the Artifices of 


theſe Men, who make Lyes their Refuge, and in 
Falſhood hide themſelves, If any Man hath'a mind 
to be ſatisfied in ſhort of their Character, and 
way of Arguing, let him turn to the 25th Page 
of the Caſe of the Præmun. conſider d, and ob- 
ſerve the Methods and Tricks there made uſe 
of, to come off from an Aſſertion, which had 
been boldly and broadly laid down; That the 
King migbt, at the accuſtom'd times, (for fo, 


it is plain, he meant) LEGALLY NOT 


( 22). 


prejudic'd Reader. The Task has been tedious, 
t 


SUMMON 2 Convocation, - You will ſee 5 
there a poor Writer, which had blabb'd a 
Secret a little too ſoon, before things were per- 


fectly ripe for it, ford, for his Pennance, to un- 1 
ſay, and ſhuffle off what he had ſaid, in ſuch a 
manner, as will make you give little Credit ta 


any thing that ſhall come from ſuch à Pen 
hereafter. 5 
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Tour moſt aſſedt iouate bumble Servant. 
- — 7 
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